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ftfa TOTT 

3TfajTOT 

fa#,. 28 TO#], 2008 

■ZFT.3IT. 159(3T).—ftfa TO 3T^W TO TOT ft 
ftRlNH ft] <w# ^3*1# ft <rfdifd 27 v3 H e u1, 2008 
ft] fan TOT f fe d fa fad Mta<l STfajfftt faRT 

TOTT i :— 

9ft Rifat TOf, 9ft ft. #. ftfa, ftR3J 
#T RTO ^ ft far, ftfa TO, fa fa#, 
ffte n ft]— 14-ft], fttiNro Tts, fa fa# I —"ST# 

8MIR 

9ft fapTO VJlI^d 3R3MI4>, (#«l» 

TO), fa fa#, fat#—1-3, TO fa 

fa#-110011 I —TO# 

V % V 

Mlw H 
3tlfar : 

l, ^nr 3nftro # RifaT TOf, MM*ftn ft# rrtt 

5RT # ftfaTO TTlfa 3rer?TRr, 'TO toft, fan to ft 
f*R53» fan TOT f fa# TO Hfall TOft ft] 9T#TT ft] 

fa^fft «d*i# # ftfc'TO RRflf ft 

ft 3ppfa 102(2) [fa] 4ii^ 191(2) ftTOTft’TOltT 

<#id M iwi] ft urn Mfed qwff 3 r^# ft fa 2( 1 )(3>) 

^ 4U1'[(I pK(f ft ^ #R Clta flHl ft 3d«f)l WI1 
16 faro, 2006 ft fact ft TOT$ i 


2. # RlftTT TOlf #37 TOTT ft* si^^M RMR Hldl ft far 
t TO TO# 3]TTO 'TOST wf, ft TOT ft MTO STO# 
£RT RFTOT 'TOT <^1*4 TT^rfHTW Riftft, ft TOFT ft TOT ft 

( ClW TO) ft fcr< (WfVci ft I 

3. # *flfTOn 26 Rift, 2007 ftl 3Tf#p2 fa, off 

2 4i5ci, 2007 ft] ci1«h RRTT ft ft* ^iHsici ft] fa # I 

17 3rvi<ri, 2007 ft q>fftq»i ftt S(fd yrM# # ft# ^ # 
3ftr Ifarft -SKI ftfa TO TO*T (^T-ftt^cfd ft 3PTR 
fd#dl) far*?, 1984 (M ^ift H^'dTd, far# ft ^9 ft 
t^Tt^^TTznt) ftta;TTTT3tRftft 3TfOT( --tllf^l 3#d 

ft 7 faff ft ftfa ^rft faftfaft ftft ^ # i TOTO^TO# 
ft TOT «fSft ^TT ^T^fftr fftqj Uh< 6 \ ft ft^ff ft M ftft 
14 2007 ftf TO# ft 9 ftf, 2007 ft] RWlfal ftft 

3Tfft^fa W? ^ ft RIWR1 ft w ftft«T ft 3TW3rR3Rg<T 
fft^T l^’TO 14^, 2007 ftf ftfa TO ft ddftcRTftTOT 
F>n I 

4. ^TFlft ft U# 3?ft fttfarfft# ft 3TPIR ^R AlcJUd ftft 

■qR fa ftRT TOn 3rm^ ftft «##^r «tt, ftft, <rrt far# ft 
faRT 7(4) ft fan M iWT ft 3RJRR SIRfaWV 
# Tlft^T q# OT ft] ^ rlfa TO ft] 

faftqifaFR TO# ##7T ft] ftfft I fafafTOTR ##ft ft W 

fapT ^R fa^R ft MVdld, TO ft# RT# TO TO# ^ 
Wl ■gdft ft 12 TOTO, 20Q7 ft] TOft TO#ft ft 
TOPT ft 3 TMHI Slfirft^'d TORF TO ftfa?J?T faRT ftR acM^qr^ 
TOT ft ftfaffd ft] 10# 3Tf5J# ft "3TO# ft ST^TO ftfa 

^rrraT^ft-^iftfftft i 

5. #TOJT ft -fa famTO $ fa 2004 ft ftfa TO ft 
far^ ^ 3TO "fTRT ft TO# ft ro TfaT ft ft*3 


282 GI/^008 


(0 




2 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDIN ARY 


^ 3 EfET HHTH HTef ft feRT HI ETR R 
ftk ft hr hhte ^ hr ft tfhr he ft ftEifftn fr ft \ e? 
teIrk fftR hr t % HcqftT rt he ftiR hr ft Hfftftftf ft 
HfET HHTH wf ft HHHT ft HE ft E^R HR ft I 

1 6. Rftt RT 7pT Hft H? ft % “ 16 fUHET 2006 RT 
ftl'^'ftl ft<0d, fftHTT ftH5 ft HP-tlP^ tt^ 7 MHfi’qT ft He'd ftt 
ft ETTRH 3HsldlR, HHT HTHJ ft EltHPdR ftl HI ftlf^R 
HE ft HpR HHR ftt Wl ftt HTHRH RT cRH ft f 3?k ft 
THT TiftR ft ^TsdHftl HR HEM H ft HTef ft HRlH 3HH$? 
ft *JdWH fm REE, ftt HElft ft HTH HE HI ftt HHft*TH ft, 
ft HTHft ftR TTRt HHftftH H HHTTTETft HTft ft JRpHd ThR’ 
3^7 ?H 3HRH RT HHTHR HHlftf rT«TT ft 7JHTTH Wl ft 
fttet Hfftd fftftt ftfHR HHTHE HH HHTH ftnft P^dlR 
17 fft$FH7, 2006 3^7 fftftt ftfHR THIRl HE ‘ftfTR Wl’, 
ftHRlfftd ^ ft I RpHRT ft HTH TEH EOMlft Rf TTfcRTT ftt 
W ftt Hf f I 3Tlft Hft Rr HR t fR ] 6 P<6FE<, 2006 RT 
3llft)pEd HRT HFNTR HR ft “ HHlftf ft HHHHT ftt HRfEH 

Hint m h? err fR ftfR ^ftt ^TT^Tiwr ft ■gftRH htjhh ft 
fw£ ert Ier ^ 3rh ^ -gftRH u^id ri steer %r f 

?HPciy eftfft EfHT HER wf ^rt -q^V-Id! RIFT^ ^1 fR7fq 
frRI t”l 3TFt ^RTPTI ?RI f^TT Wl ‘^Pl^ 

WIRl’ ■*£ W^R ^ y^iftid ^3T11 afhc ^RFt Titrt Tift 
^ RT^I TTcTR t I 

7. 3TF| ft ftRI TRU t ft? T^tl RT 
W TIcR^ff ^ f|l4^ft°F ^TR PRIT ft? “'JRlft R R^5R 
7RTRT Wf ^ cT*uft RRRIRlft R^f ft ft^ 
ftf^ R7I qft‘ RTRI «TT ftfc ^ ft d WRRTft Wf 

ft ‘fftwt’ (RTR) ft l” fR 3TRR -^T W^R, ft fftft. 
ftft^? ‘ft^WH* ft WlftR ^3TT R ? 'ft Tift RfftFT ft RTR 

WIR t I 

8. RlfftFI ftwft^TftfftlTRIltfft 16 ftRRSR, 
2006 ftt TRqftf ft^ft ft^R, fftRT ft?3 ft Ypft 3TR ft RT^ft 
3?ft^ ft TTftR 3R§RR;, ftft ft TTTf dd. YR^RT^ ft RT&I ft 
"5Rm fm ^TRR, ftt TTftftd ft RRMcJift wl ft rtIrr 

ftRRFT ftlft'TIT 17 RUHi, 2006 ft ftftfr RRMT TT 
‘fft^RTR’ ft TEFlftR f 3|R ftRTftt ft% RlW ft 
RI«I ftRR t I 

9. Rft ft 3FJRR Td ‘RMNlft ftT f#RTfftT ftfSRI ft 
ftt ^FRR fftdl *IT B'ft ftftfftT ftTRl 1RT RTrfT ftt ^HNK 
ft ^ ft Rigid | w SR I RTfftRT ft' tfti Ri TRTTftf ft 3TRTR 
R Rift ft clft RdT fft Trdft ft ft ^f3R 7TRRT wf 
ftt *K4ddf fttftt ftt ftft ITRRRflft dftf ftt WRIT TRR RT 
ftt ftt HR «TRH ft ftfftdR ftt HRftT 3R^jft ft ftlT 2( 1 )(R) 

ft ftdftd fttd? HR H?Td ft ft fftft ft RT ft’ I 

10. ft611 tft vhM< ddfdl RF't', TTcdftf ft dlfftdil ft 

HRTd ft' TTH? RTH RH RdT t fftHft' 3Rq Hlft ft q]S}--qrfcj 7 ^ 

Hft RdT HR 11ft R? ?JH3RT ft ft RRR RRR Rft ft t 


[ RaKT li.\Slf. 3(iI) 1 

3TR m ft Tft ft f, •"• “H ft HR ftt Rft ftftl t, 
H ft Tft HRR HR t >fti T f? ?ftft 'Tffft rRHHH Rr t I 

TTfdft ^ HH ft aRTTR t t?r. T A '• fi M qrfTRRft Tift R Tft 
RT f ftR T ft TftR TfY'i HRTiT dft vft HH6RTF fttft t 
•3tR fft Rft RI Wl HR HIRE Hcd it ft t; H? fft 
HRHR ftt RT HT^d ft Hq ft ITfR:'T ftt t I Tftft fH RH 
RT WT fftR fft 16 fftRSR. 2006 Ti ^ TRHR ft TftR 
RRRft ft fftRTH dtR T >. sft Rf fft 3H 3FRT ft 
WHNR HTSd ft ft ftiTlft Tft ^»T f ftq Tftfft fH RH 
ft THR fftR f fft ft fftft ft -iq. ft ! 

11. 12 fftrar, 2007 ftt R'ft ft X rR Tf^HC TRT 

Hifign Irr frm Tftift ehti ttIhri ft Rr tt -rtt nftf 
ftt ftfUR ft ftl HHETR qft ft 5 RTRtH -HMMlft RT ftt 
TRRT fftl ft I Rftt ft Topi ft HIT fttft ft TR Rift ftt 
TTEJd ft ft, ft Tdft H-1TR hIhRI ft RTd T«ft' R1 ftlH 

ft^d ft t 

12. RcTR ft 13 ftlRHI, 2007 ft ftlR HR TNHd ft 
qR H«nftT (HKtig llftrl) TTfcJn’ fftR RlHft' TIElftt ft Rl 
Tft fftR ft fft HF T| : T'I RHT.Tft ft RR HH6T ft HT ft 
fttR HR ftt RlftnftR ft' 'JHI ft 7ft ft, H^tft ‘^ef ft HRcTR 
ftt Rft ftt ■STRTI Hftt ftt ftftq Hr Tf3R HHR Rft ft 
fftlftf RT BTfTHR R7T ft TR Rftft THRl ftt REJR HHTT 
HTH ft Rdftf ft RsIdIR Rftt n? fftft ftt RT RT ffttT fftR 
ft offt ft ftn I R7T iftft; H? fft 7R1.T1 T TT Trft THTd HHTT 
RTf ftt HHIRH ftftft ft HRl'n HTR qftf ftR ft HR 
fftHt ft ftt fH 7T07 Rt R^t ft? ft'T'H -ftf ftt ft 3H< T ftt 
TTft H^HT HRST wt R T ftR TT-> ft R1 ft RTR HR 

ft T ft ftlftq? 3lt{ T ft fftftlT 6pRTT ft ft I Tftft 

3Tift HT TR ftl Rr ft fft T'TRJ :~;H ftR HR ft TfTT 

'HRT Rft ft Hftfft HTHO ftt 7}ft ft ft afti 1 r HT 'Rq ft 

HR Hfftft RET ft I eqft HjHH HR H|HT HRH Rft ft 
ERR RR ftft "RT ft TR fR T*#t fftftt 3RT TR ft rR TT 
HftRR Tft* fftR ft HE fR eft ftHiqt Rl RtRKTT fftjRt 
fftR HR ft TR TT THt Hq M7 -ft TH ft ! 16 RhH 7, 2006 
Rt |R HR ft ftftfftd ftftft 3EER7 ’ftt fftlR HI HTRfft ft 

erft hrt hi eftt i hR rR -ftHH t-et .BHft m ft Rrih 

ft %H fftftt HR ft W ftft ft pHq RHTT ft ft HH H? 
dft HHflT HI HRTI fft TH-I <rft vre ft| HEHTI ftft ft % 
R fftftt HR HH ftt HHTTTI WH R7 eft ft I fttR HR HfftR 
ft HJHR HRTR HE Rt ftftft ft HI>27 H7 ftR RTHRft Tft 
ftt T17 HRft TR Rftt fHirft HI ftt FIH^ HI^T ft HH ft 
ROHT fRR HR ft I “ftt HlftfttR HH ft 3^1 fttfeR ft 
R>HH ft Rftt ftt R|RT HRH Hlft ftt HHRTT ftfet ft Rt 
ft ftR fttHRT Tft' ftt ft I HHT HTRI Rt HRfHT Tjft RRRTt 
ft.HE (Tlttig ftftl) ftt HR Hfcl HR rRhH HHTR1 HE RT 
ftftft ftt hIhr' HHH HE ft HIE HEFT ftt I ” 

13. HETftt ft fttR HR RThRpT ft RR 37K H«TTftHT 
20 fftcEEl, 2007 ftt TTTHT f3H R fftHft' EHfftt ft ERR ft fft 
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FF 16 feF5R, 2006 FF1 k ^FcT 3fq^ sfa ^ feRT k 
kqfaq F^> ^RTReff ^ «£ FFST qqk ^ fer FR k 

kk qqq FTOT k k FI?k k UHMcli<9 FT^ qk WFcTT 

ff^f qk kt kfer qqq am sei qk fi FHHFKt Fret 

k ?nfer Ftk q Fit k FFTFik k ktf kw qk i3 kt i 
FcFkf k *sm ^TefT’ 3fk WTO* itfi 17 PRIH*, 
2006 k Fqifeld qt WFlk qk FfFFT WF qk tot 
FcF*ff ^ 3P^TR -HRMcfi^ Tji^f k mkor kk qq qtf 
3<rktel Fk t 1 

v 14. k*n fq FFk ffift qqr t, kt FTFk qk MKTkq 
fe* k fer felNlfaqR Ffkfd FTF kq fel FT i qfkfqk 
. FSTqRf qk 3M-3N# WR^t qT ^ 3PWR fe 3?fc Flkt 
FFT FrFkf irfi k Ffk% k FFS1 FRFfe f 

15. HHH)f fetFTfkqK Ffaft ^ FF^ Ffe 

Flkt k FcTTFI fe 16 f^WT, 2006 qk f^FFT 3 kqfe 
qqkqrfFFT T£F ktk kf ftW qk F^ aff FFT FFTttF ^t 
kkfe ktk kk 'nqwK wk, »ft Fffqqq k ftf w qk 
F^ f, k Fdl F?T ^iqrn fe FcFkf FFMqik Flk k TTlfeT Ft 

Fkk |q^3FqqFT%ktkkqkftqT^fenFFTkqFk 
°<<3<M qtf F^cT Fk Ft Fqdl I FcFkt k 3TFt"3rR k tqi*FR 
Fkf qk qteFFF i 

16. FFIFtF feqifuqKFfFfd F 12 FF*qC, 2007 qk 
^k Ffe'^ k, srf qk k ftf-ftf ff FFnfq 

F?FFf SK7 16 few, 2006 qk FHMdKl Flk k FtFIFFR k 
^T3 Tf 3TRftf^RT ^H|4 ^Ph^ ^ RTR ^ 3^C # ^dNH 

f% 7?1^ ^ ^p? qq ^T ^qqW ^ q?t qm fq^ Ftcft t ^T 

1% qcq*ff ^ wqw q«q ^ *4Uu f^qT i sfrrqrqt^RT^T 
qft M tM qt qqt f^rfd qft ark ifrm qq?ft 11 qt^t rf 
q?M t % '^f^R q^Tq ^ qfq qrfkq kqW ^ 
qfjR qq^T qref ^ 3^7 qf5R qqrsr qrsf q?t %t 

q^qrft qrqracft ^qkk qrqqf ^ro qRfafHq; qqk 3T?qfqqr 



■fw qrqq qq qq^fq qq^ ^ srqq wr k rf tar 
fqr ^qkt qiqwdt ^t ^qfqqf ,4 qq^ sra qisf fjM 
qqqqrq’ , 4t iqfkfqkqFktqHr% ^MNK qqt 
sri qi^fH^ qqi^qk kfqfFci ^?q k q«qf ^ qtsmlF 
qR q^cT qqf Pq;qi w , fr^ ~m k qcq^f qq| kd i w-rav 

qjRqr q#‘ qmqi qqr 1 #t ^ 3qk qF qt % fqrqr 
q?qqf ^ rf WI^k fq>qi fq> ^Rik ■qqrqR qqf q wrt q?RT 
RhU qk k q 4t «t>l^ ■pT^tqqqr oiiO R^mi 1? qk q Ft 
fqRit qit, w f°f fq> qrsf q> k?rr qrl, q^k kw 1 qfqki 
qqqF^qq «f % qqrqR qqf k wft fktr2 3^ q<qqf sri 
arqk qqrq k tr^t fen qqr qqiqR “qrqkf SRf q^H 
wM qnff qk "^nk 3^k Rt>< 'Rqr^iqiqt qist k qnfkrf Ftk 
# qrk kf qqjqR qq qk IkM qq f q^ qfe q*k ^ %q 
qqkn RFt wm 3tk Fdkfn k qF^qrar 1q> qfqkfk^n 'fe 
Tqq ^ktqjR fen i, wfk 16 fer^, 2006 qk 3nqt^n 


■qferfnq? ttri k rft fen 3kc kt '^nqq fkF qiqq nw 
kk qq ^qqki fenr, 3?k rf fq> qcnkf k qfeifq^ qqi k 
q^ikt qrqfet q>t 3ik 3 ^ ski ^.fWik kt Rkj«r qk 
q^ qkkn feqfkkt qft ^ksnq 3n#qqT qk ak? qFW% 
q feifen qqq> srt qra «s'^4 qq qqqn f 3?k ^fh fiftt 
k ijeivqo fkF qiqq qk qicif arstfq Frqrqqik qr^t qitkkkk 
qq 3i^kq fen i 

17, 3?^ ^ -^q k kk qrfeit' qjt 10 fe^R, 2007 

qjt 3nqtfer qk q| ^qfem k kt qq^r k?r Ftk qq 
3 frr fe «n 1 qrkt k qqfe ^ qrsqq k qrfeq k 
tqq qq qTqkk kqq k w qm qk kF^RT tq> qrqkf qrqqqr 
k qqmqik qref ^ 3T«qg ^ qrq -gqfeq *n 3^ qF % 
wt wqR qq qq kqra qq qrqm k f®br w fen 3 tr 
3rqk 3nqqn k^Fk 3mt ^tFt 1 k^sm qR 
qqr q^q ^ qqr k Urnkf k rf qqfe fen % qF 
16 2006 qft rrt k ^qfen «n 1 qrk k F^gqq 

•qiqrtrl^ ^ qjfeq fefkf qq ^cfeg fen kk qF qJFI % 
rfHHNK qqqkkql^^ktFtq^^kkn^^Fit iqrk 
k qqfe k fr qm qt kFqqi fq? qq^ srt q^n ktFt 
wnR qqt qq wfr qjqft 11 qrnkf k w k qp? kq qq 

qra qq ^ktqq q^k k qT«r Ft qF kt qFT qF kq k 

tqqqq k q«ffe qqqsnkt k qrq’^nqqt k qiq qqr 
*n kk kqq qq^q ■nq k^q k ft qqqrT qi ferk F^qqkt 
3^7 qfeoi 3?T7 k 1 ncqkf k ff kt 7ktq>R fen ^n k q kt 
feft mk k qnfe 13fk q Ft 3fet wf qit 
' kter k 3?k q^tk 3mt wf ^ fe qq qrkt kt qkkqq FFt 
■fen k afk q Ft qq^ sri q^qq qqiF qr^f qt ^tk Fik ^ 
qk k qktqR qq q?k km qq 3^k m % k 3*kr kt 
q^qq qqm qrsf ^ qqqr 11 'gqqrf ^ 4iqq ff kk qfqkf 
qq eqR qtkt qq sfk 3nq-f fa fen kt q^)k qFi fq q^k 
ff ktkt qkf k# t tFk qfer qq qneisti qqq qq k 1 
FFnrqicj^qt tqsFTFjqR, ^fenq ^fftf k ttcfft qtFF qnqqt 
^ qmk ktkt q^ {kqqi fek k fqkv qkt fen 1 
Few q tqq ff femt qq kt tq ktsi k kt ffH FfFq 
frif qjkf FTk ^ Fk qFt qFi k, qufk ff 
qFi *nfq gfekf qq kt tkF fiff qq FR«fq qrq 
Fife 1 

18. 13 fe^qr, 2007 qq 3H4lP4d sqfe t jn k 

a -X _ _ r- A r*- »\ r^. > *F . % 

FcFFt q ^f : FF Hq^d iqFT Tq 77FTFR FF qq kFR FRF q 

mR TFtqqq fft f 3Tk ff tq qqqt stct a^d tt^tfr ff qq 
trM k ff qn fft f tq ^kkiFFTSt frt k wrq 

Ft qq kfc qF % Rq kFTFR FF 4 kfe? Fk FF^ 

Ftw kqq*FFT t 3?k ff fq Frkt sm f^t qk q| ktst k 
#F^TF qq FT Rq?ft ^ I FklfF, TF t fe 

10 feqk, 2007 ^ kt ^ q kfe Wq k 
^qq kFRi qkf fen kk kqq k kt^t F^nR Fik ^ fis 
qfe wttf ferkt ff kt fq F«n fen^ fe. fr qqk 
FWT k 3djk k?n qj^ qqq^T FFt IkFi k fe k q^PT 7TFTF 
Fl^f k TFIF^F k ^ f FT FBf kfe •# t I 




4 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 
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19. 13 2007 Fit <*lPFddd T^FIsl 4' R^FFFf 

-MIFIRF ^ #1 'RTRc = ft* ^ POTt FT! 7JFt OT*ff FT7! an4 
PfOT ^ 7T*OT 4* ^PdM. ¥R[F Ft fF W^R FF Fit fkt€ 
7TT$3T Ft TR "4 FFt i? I 34d 7J4FT? 4 yc*)«ff 4 amt 

ffVstti <ki7 Pt><ri fciHsici Pi^Kd 4t Pmi P4-4 

*t>l$d «fPt F>t Ft "k t 

\ 

20. 10 f<TlH7, 2007 FT FrfFxPTF TJFFT^ 4 FRTf ^ 

TlPst Fit -ftfm FT TlOT FT7T fOT OT fFFT mi «Tt l FF 
liFl^s (f> 91 J 1*41 1? fFI yc4Ff 4 3FF <iicll Ft 7TTF-7TTF 3PT4 
W1 ^ klF FF FFT (RTF 7TFT TlPFFIR9 FT7T RFR^T 
FT^OF RtpFFFl appTR) Pf “16 PFtf*F7, 2006 0.fd^lRH«h 
fFF t, ^5R 7TFM FRf Fit 4cTT FFKT OTTFFt 4 F<dTM*ft 
F6F7 ^PTRO 7FRF FIT 3FRH fFFT t ak fktF Ft 
7TF>F F> TR 4" F*Pt Pi u Pm fd^t ^ 1% 3x17 FIT FF Ft 
^THdHM Ff>«M -WHM T nsf Fit Sim RF FFt Aoi ak FR FF 
FF k FFt <kt "FF FF fF 3x17 y^l 4 ^dWH pH6 91^3 "oft 
Fit 7T7FT7 FtFRT FFT FF OTt ak 4 ?7T 3TF7T7 97 3m 7TF 3 
FF 3{RtR F7FT -"R7FFT 4 SFq FTFt ^ 7TTF-7TTF akt 
FFT % 44 Pkf ak RTFFtF clP7U3^HT kl F|Tm 7TRTF RRf 
%sYs4 FU "9?! «6K U I FT, 3TT9 779 7TRR RRt Fit F 7#‘ 

Fit fOT f 37k 44 ^ Reft 3fk 7TFT Fit 7Ttef ^ TOIFRft' 
^ ^ PhTlI Wf 771^ ^ pMTd Tl^cll ^ f^T7T^ 

71^19 ^)T 314MM Ptv^l ^.HHil^ ^dNH fTl? ^ Tfi7 

■g^l ^ ^OdHuT, tM, ^M4U ^rf ^iRrff 

TTfexl 71’^ 77TR ^ f%Tft' ^ fd’Q; qTST^ 7T5 7# 
f--*-^R 'JRm fW ^TT^ Ft FFT^ F?ft'^ TTFt F^FR f" 
TTJpf FxR TlF?T ^ ^7TcRPn* ^ ^cTIFF fTTF 

^1 3HMHI Rcl ^ fdM, 3m 3TRT cllPft ^ 3TT^ cjl<^ 
tfM ^ fRR FxR Wl R 777^7 mi 7T^ FI% ^ FT^ff 
3^7 mrsrk mf ^ %tt rfi| mt w tt^‘ i. 

fm ^ 7T^ <HHN4I<0 FRf FIT 7 r 4F7 TFT ^ I ^ 37F Ft 
'7Rl'5(FIFl FRf FIT 77RFT FRFT ^ I FF Ft 7TFTFFTFt FRf 
^ fFTTF Flt^ FTpFltft FFT Fit I FRTFF t7TF FKF Ft ^ 
^TTRFIFt ^ iRF ^xRT F^ fmT t fFTTF^t TFcTFFT FlfFT F 

^FR 3R HFIF Ttf fFTTTR FFt t I .^ F7 TKt ^ 7TTF 

3TFFt FTcT 7TFTFT FRFT FT^TT fF> ^FTF FI ^tTR FT^FI «lfm 
TRTFFTFt FRf ^ FF^F 4‘ 3TRT 37TFFT FTIfT FF FF7 F^FT 4i 
7T7FT17 FFT 7T^ FFT7T ‘^TT TT^FTF FxT7 F^T Ft ^RTFF 
fBF 4KF F>t fTFfcl Fit H'Jl^ciF)^ 'F' fd>< F>t 4 F701 l” 

21. 13 P\7IM7, 2007 FH ^ ^PwOd ^7F1^ F7FFT 
^ 7TFTFT7 FFf Fit m5 FR7F 3?R FFRtF TEFcR ^TTFTRF ^ 
m5 FTFctt ^ PM4t FIT 7R7173 FIT^ ^ W' PdPlFF FcTtR 
FT^TFTt I ^ FFFF FF7 FpT FTFt 3fl7 FTTFt FF^tR Fit TTpFT% 
fit Pt^?t fmr sfk ft# Fit F7TFit fmrfRFf, FfF ftT^ ■?t' > 
^Ipisld FIT^ FF 37F7R IFF! ^ FTFt 3^7 FFFt FFltd 
18 f^7FF7, 2007 FF> FTf7FR FRF ^ 7T?FF l cRFT7, 
FrFFt TTFPFF OTHdf ^ TIFF F FTFt ^ FFtd ^171 PdPTsIcl 
FeM FTfed 'Fit f| Ft FcFFt FH 3?PFFI ^ 3#fFI 7 FFFTt, 


2008 FFT 3NFt PdRpuiFI, FfF Ft| ^f, ^ FlttlFF FI7 

Ft T\i I FxFFf ^ 3T9F FFTRi F^ F1«R ^ MMhIf TBFcR 
^FTFTFTF ^ FR5 pRfFt' Fit FRtyfmt ^ 7TT«T fdPoa FRt^t 
FT^F Fit' 3^7 fF7tFTpFFIT7 TTfcrfF 3^ ^ 7R^ ^ 

TfTFT^ 4 fFTF m. Ph4<hT Fit 1 f\: FtWTTFl I F?7F^ ^ 

ITrif 7M 3k |7T^ F^TTF 37FFT ITT^t 7TTOJt ^ FI^ F^ 
tzmit Fit F| t I 

22. Ph 4«H ^ 3R ^ ^ F^t' Fit 7jfFF tFIFl ^1 
7J3FT i ^ FI7 Rt t 3k F Ft FTFt 3k F ^t FcF«ff ^ RnPoa 
FrM FTfeF Flk ^ 3RTTFT 3k 3Tpt FTt| Pi4fF FIT^ FIT 
3TF7T7 F1FT, kn % FT97 FFR7F fFIFT FFT f' I 

23. FlPFFI F fm, FF FTF^ sk FTFt FTF F7^F Fit 
F^ 7TTFFT 3k TFFFf FTF TRFFF ^ FT«FF ^ fFF FF F7T7, 
kF fFI F?rl dc^ttel fFIFT FFT t FFT oFIFtTFcT ^FFT^ ^ 
klF tFIF FF fFFFFt' ak FTFR ^ TTFt F«Ff ak FfTfTFpTFt 
F7 FFtTdl^F fFFT7 FI7F ^ Wl^, kl F? FF t 

16 P<FH7 r 2006 Fit F7FF? ^ T^f^FI FF 3 F|FF 7TFRT 
FRf, fFTTF F? 4t<^4f RtFI FFT F' 37F^ WFF ^ 7TFF 
7TFI5 *t, Fit amt 7TF7FFT 7FF Ft 1 3TF W fmfa F7 

f^fF ^ fftf kn ^ I 

24. FFFTF fTF? "FFTF ofTFRTT 7FF ak 3RF (2006) 
FTT^M 10 FTTFtTTT 521 FTFct F U^FF ^TTFMF ^ fFFF 
fkn t fFI FTTFf arjTJFt FIT ROT FRFRR Fit FcttcTFOT FI7FT 

t ak ^ arPFfkrfFF fff f 7OT fit 3trtf OTRR Fit 

TtFIFT FT I 

25. FHFTF R5FFF FF!d9 F PHFfel OTtOT ^FTF 

RTFtR^ ak 3RT (F^TTfaTTT 1993 FF7ft 412) ^ FTFR 
POT kt TTFF FTRft 3FOTT ^ ^ ROT Fit FTFT 
FI74 ^ FFTF Fit 7FR fFIFT 11% “ F7TFf 3^7JFt Ff RFFF 
TRHtfFFI FfsFFT F TTmtfdFI OT Fit ^jfOT ^ Hl '^ c11 
OT f l FtP? Ft IMHlPdF FF 4d<ldl3ff ^ 7TFS1 FF> 
FIFfsHF OTl FTFT t ak kt F>l4*F Ft 3TTFT7 F7 Ft F? 
^FTcff 4 FTFRft TF^ FIT^ ■§■ I 4t °^lpK1 iFTTlt 7MdltdF FR 
■gJTT PlFffTF FcFRtt ^^FF fFFffFF OT t, FF R71 7Md1tdF> 
FR ^ OTsFIF ^ anFR F7 PddlPFd OT t I kl 2( 1 )(FI) 
k RFFFf FIT 37TFR FF t fFI TIFFtfcTFI FFfFT ak OTfFTT Fit 
FFT FF I fFI FfF OT oFfFd ^ FTFR, 3T9dt TFFTgcTI 
4‘ FiTFctF FI 7 OT f ak RF FR Ft OT kcTT f OT FR 4 
r 4 FRTRTt FFTFT FT Tit RF fFFTplFF Fit 7TF7FFT 

kft FTfFF ak '54: FFFTFTatt' Ff 7TF^T FHT FTf?F, I ” 

26. FT. FFRK F7TTF fF? «RTF FFTFpl, fFFT7 fFFH 
FfTFF, 3k 3FF (2004) 8 FFTkft 747, ^ FTF^ 4 3Fl4 
POT 4'REFcTF mTTRF 4 FF PlOTt Fit t fFI 44 RF-kl (2) 

^ ^TFFt' Fit FTTF F FFT fOT fFI fFITft TTFRtpTFI FR ^ 
7TFF 77F4 FTRT 7TF7F FFT FH 7TF7F OT ^ OT R77 ftOT 4' 
PuPId Ft RTFT f, OT FF Flt| OT FIl4 FI7FT t Ft FT Ft R7T 
TTFRtfFFI FR Pd TIFT FF 7TF7F Ft, Fit 7TF7FFT T^P^F TF 4 
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ft® ^ 3T«qp5TT ^7? 7l**flfacb 4ef fft774>T 4* 77474 it, SKI '*lt 
fftft fftfrT'ft Pr>£ Hd^H 4ft 37447 4T14H ft JJ^MlUlel 
3TR 457? 7444 37447 *lN*iei 77^74 4? ^54 *7 l«t>*7l twilleM*. 
4d ft JHifaei ^ 1^12^ 7W 4747 ft ftftt l7*ffef ft 

<Jc 9~1 sVI 47 Put>ell dl 1 ^ '*liefl ^ 4T 44lft ft ^Hfll ^ I M 

27. ft. HSM-* W % WI TWfel, IftR Iwi 

ft744 37ft 37=4 (2004) 8 V?&M\ 747 ft -344 P^fa ft 
«J™WH mi^ft4Sftt247ftftifft4R4f ^fjft ft 
eltSel 774T 45 T4»*fl 7T474 4>T mseii 4> 47 H J N eld 451 

3rfei4 4rfvq>T7 7 t*tt ft twi# 37447 37*437 ftt ft r m ftQ7 
dHl ftft^ 1ft <wq1 3737jft 7747 ft “H^hihIci 3T44T 37*437 4s1 
45^ (q<talfq«t>K 44R qft «t><al l tf-ift) *j[H«t>l ft 7744 4*41 

ftt 45 ft ft ft? ft ft f i v^m 3m 7 ft m 

cT«3=r m 4¥lfo frfft7747 ft Iftft 77474 ft ^T ^ ft<4 1ft4T 
ftft^TTftf 3RJ3ft ftft77 2ft^qfta (1 >, (2$ 37447(3) 
ft 3NltVq>IT< ft 3TRTI ft, ft Puftu eTFJ^ft ^n^nt 3^ 77*77 ft 
TRit# 37447 37*43rftl W7mft1ftftq#77ft4r i M 

28. ^37? 47^451, f377Tft 3^ft ft % 2 ( I ) 
(45) ft 3eem 45T 37Hh ft, 47 fftftq 457ft ^ 

<Jt*7e1H RPlIeR ?RT 4ft 4$ 37lfelfr^ ftw ft ftft43R 
srPqfer wterd ft ft 37 m ftt er*ft 45T 4m 

el J INI 4T4 ft ft 3?k 4f4 ^ "cT^ TT^J ^R f 

3m 3T37j# ^ % 2 (i) (^>) ^ 3T«f ^ ^ 4' 
Wl ^ ^ <+14^1^1 ^r 4 ^ %2; 3R^T f^ 

"5TT^f eft 7T*TT 3TRQT ^37T 3IRR ^T Pl 0 !^ c^TT ^TI 
3^7 ^7 -qTR^ 4^4^ r^ch l ^H #TT I 

29. ^frat ^5T eRf, ^T ^ TO W t, ^ t I^F 
TlrWf ^el-sR^f ^ 3TTOR "97 pR^ ^ ^TleTT ^ ^711% 40«=iT 
3^J5t ^ % 2 (1) (3T) 4 yf^lf^Td t, ^Tm: W % 

‘‘4^7T^Htf^^^ l M 

30. ^ y^dH mRR sro wff <m j^cO 
2(1) («fj) ^ ^ T^‘ f^TelR Rm ^^^3^771% 
7RI W ^IIR ^TRcT 7T5T Cq3nf3IT7 1994 T^TRft 1558) qft 
rtr^ 3 wN '<ss«rR wr ft fftmr femt. 

t: “Tft^l 4 3ppft TT^RcIl RRT ^>7 t^ll t” 71^ 
4 ‘ RIJR'i ’ ’ ^ 7WRI«ft ft?f t 3^7 Tisft ^ ^RIW 3I«f f I 

ft TtoftlRlcfc 4 3feRT rTPTT^ 

^ I^RTf eft *ft 7ftI ft 7E7T <W 41 lei«h Xcl ft SRftt 
Tl^PTefT TRnlT ^ I Tf^^Mell ft RFFT7 t??7 

^ift ft*# ft ftt TT^R ^ STTERW ft ^ M -SfF 
7R5en t f% B7?ft Tfte^T ft 3Rft 7mffteT TFSBtteR? ^1 
TK^eTI ftfe ft t I’' RHftftl 3^dH RFTcR ft ftt. IftT^Wf 
Wl 3TR^T, elPkrHI^ fatTH TT^T, 1996 (2) WfttTft 353, 

RIRft ft 3Rft Iftofq ft fOTift «ft % “7ft^T ft 

O^ffttfeT^ ^1 ftt WTefi ftfeft ^T 7TOT 7W ^TT tft^ffteT 

wmi \” 

31. ftfft? 3T«zTO «fft ?jfw 7T5fffteT eT«ftf ^T W eRTlft 

m # Tftfael i, ftTH % -RRftk ‘S^RR RmRIRfM^ 


Ift^T TRT 3R ^ ^ aR^TI ft ^ ^TT URftf ft 7*re 

ft ‘TIT Iftftft eT 7R ft, Tft^I ft 3Rft <Mftfe|5E ^eT 3mfe^ 

<ft^7R] TI^Rdl ft I ftf. ♦fci^-si 3RTR 1ft? “ft 
ft, ftnr 1^l» T I?ft TRTT ft, RPlfthr <J***eiH *<u<iien^ ft 3nft 
Pf u ?*1 ft Tl? T^I^K ft 1% ** <J«K1 Pi^h) ft' Pi4*1 6 3^7 

fWT 7 ^T ITft^H im TeRT ftt ft % ftft eT«T, 

l^pft 3nm ^ 77^ %T 2 ft 3ftft^ 77RT ftt 7T^74eTT ft Iftft 
ft ^nft ft, 7mfer -qr ftR^r, ft tot ft, ft 7T3R ft 
dl^ 'JtN,” I <Jt^a*i 'RFnTrq ft ^ ft HlHl ft fft 44 
^[147 «F7ft ^ift «iPki ftft 77*71 ft TRT 7T^R ft ftfa ft^ 7T^T 
^rft ft tftr77 Iftft ftft qJT 37T7ft ft I W ^ ^7T ftt 
fteT^T^T^ft^lft 'qft7?ft «1TTRiftft t^TTlft"^Tlft771^7ftft 
ftt 3|ft^T ftt ^Sflft ft I ftft ^ ■qTfftFT ^NTT ft ft fteTT ft ft 
^TTft ^\i W ^Tft Rftm 7Tfftmfe AW 3{ftcT ^7(ft 
37335 ft ftt cTFJ v 'qv7ft q>T <^fPieq TT'HIHpi 3^7 37R8J q>T ft I ” 

32. qrft ft 3T7ft efft ft TRTftr ft 17 R7IM7, 2006 ft 
TTRraTTqq ftt RmV 3&7 ^77 Tftft ^TT fft^l ft f^TTTftt 

TTfteT TTIRft ft Mfe^l ft ft fSRTT T PTI ft ! Huftl 4 ! <j^cih 
RRTTR ^RT sHel^^M «HIH wft T 7»ftft3T(T537lft37R 1969 
TQRTft 1201)ftT7F7ftT pqq^1ftqTftfft H fftft 3TR7II^Tft 
W ftt^ 7TRRR Itft^ ft ^ eTT? fftwftR ftf ft 7745ft 
3?k f7T el<5 ft y*u u i ft fftT 'M? ^fl 0 ! 77T^7 ft 3^7 71*U4KM^ 

ftt RmM ft ft ^fft ft 77W ft54>7 ft 3JI4T 
ft%T7 I** 7T54?m ^ I 4 l d4 ft 3|ft w ft 1ft “mRRftd* 
TTT^T ft ^7T 3RFR ft ^Tlft 3?t7 7IHNKM4 ft ft 

77 m ft ft ft fmi fr+ien ^n 774541 ft 1 ^tfrr ft, 

mRl7*7M4> 777^7177 MR ft tft 377451 45tf 37^7 

37ft 4 P^erTcil ft l” . 

33. ftTTlfft fqftmfeR 77fftfe7 ft ftftftl ft 

fftTI trt ft % ^77457 ftf W ftf ft 1ft 16 1477*47, 2006 
ft ^ 444 77*71 ft 45Tftft ft ft ft Tfft 77RT4T74ft ft 
4H<^74>7 "Hefei W7T ft 3^7 4ftft ftTTT fftHT ft *77 ft 
■Sleftt ft 457f ft 4RT 4F 37T7IT ft did) ft 1ft eJTef ^77457 
7gs*1 457eTT I ftfftH 17745T tei4H ^llft 4>7ft ft 1ft?TF ft 45^ 
454*7 4?f ^374 H4 I ^7745 T4H7Te7 He4«n ^ITT 147141144577 
77fft?7 ft 7m, aft7 ft* 7m, ftft 4R ftt elft ft?T 1ft4T 7 T4T 
1ft '?77 * 11*1 el ft ft4ef 77HT4R t fft ft iTftft ft 37T4R ftT 
HUl 4T 77454T I 

34. ?HI* ftft eil+ellPWi 7TT7R «447*71 4lft ftfff ft ftTT 

4§eT ft We4Pjft *ftft45T PTHTeft t, 3fk Iftfft M4 ft 
Pd4H 7l«7ft(ei«6 4ft! 77774 7747ft ftft 7I4ftt44> ftqq 4lft 

^flftTft ft ft ft ■4R457ft 374R 457eft ^ I sft ^?7 ft ft77 ft 
Tjft 74ften T7T41 ft eT45 713{ftf44> HSHlft 457 ftft f, 
ft ft 4? 37m ft-37ft f 1ft o^- 7Nftfe14 1 4247371 ft "ft ft 
eT«44745 ftftltH 45*ft I fqftMH ft ft "RIHft ft ^47 ft?T ft 
M45lf?le7 ft* 47ft ft ft 7ft Wr4^171 HI477 ftf ft 47^4: 4f 
fftTl^ 445lffteT ft 1ft Ueftf ft 7mf3lenft Hlft ft 1^45 T7*JS ftl 
# 3«I4H l77f 4744 ft 34l7«7l4 ft <H*7l^4lft 4ft ft TTlfaef 

ft ftlqW ft 37k 4F 145 <5ft 774l3lo(ft 4ft ft 7741 ft 
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LOK SABKA SECRETARIAT 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 28th January, 2008 
S.O. 159(E).—The following Decision dated 27 


to? Iron to i torr! ^ ft fro Rft rto Rfc rtottrF to to} 

sm t TOtf TFT R#f TOTTf ! TOTOTOTTOT, Rtf tf, FTTtf 

^tft cterfiro topftoto R, rrff tor toF ftftf? wftf tf 
RTFT TOF^T ^ TOJRR TOFTf: RR hT> RFtf ^TTcft t, tffR Rt 
'Sl^t tl^ -uTO Rlfsiq R F, - 3 H> IrFTRTO R TOTtfRtfTOirTO RPtR 
^TOTtf fro TO RTOrTT t I FTTOi TO^f WVilcfTO R#f 

t % F^TO 'Sffdfed 3 ?fc ^flfTcl RRTTORTTO TOT, RTOR? ^ 
f ^5 TOF||TTO 7 -^ 3 ) ftfT^ TO R 3 RT RTfTOf 3 TRTO FR 16 
fFRF, 2006 TOt RTOTT3TT ^ TOT R tRTO TOTOTOTcRHTO ftfTO 

yct>if>ici toe} to) Tirfroi to tot! toIf \ ft%r, Rtf to 
• tf, fi RTRtf tf ft froroR tot totto TO Ito -qror RTRftf f 
-% TOT*ff TOT TOT ^ tffTOTR TO Fetf TO?TjtfI TO tftT 2( 1) 
(TO) ^ FRRf TO TOTOTO fTOTO TO t l 

35. RRlfa, FT TOTO R RTOTOCftf TOt ftTOf ^ <HfdKTO 
tftf TTO 3 *tf RcTOtf W 1 t % 3 TO' 4 f RRiTOTOtf TO? R 
TOfror *n ark fTOtf tft tfrofa R ft} rr} wrlfaTO 
«(eT, 3TSjf^ R|TOT TOR RTtf tf 3Trotf RFTOTT RlPTTO^f TO 

*ft i rft Frtfa Itoto to t fro TOfroro 

^TOT^ ^ tfrFT TO tftirt iF^I? R$ cTT TORRf tf FTTOl TpScTT 
3 ^ RcTOTT Rtf RTO TOT *tf TO tf. Fftf TOFT Rtf 

fTORTOt TOt tf fTO tftf tf‘ FTTO RTRTO R FTTO TOT TOTTOKT 

rth? tf TOfro tftf tf to} tf toi^ tofto to Iron to t i 

36 . fr> HNil'H " 5 TOTO RTOTO ~T "6^ TOT 'f 
% U eTO TOT 3 T m ^fTOT TOT clTO TO TO TOFTT t 
3rfc 'm totIto fTOTO ^ttoi to to ctto f to tot ft tor 

% TOT ^ TOFT ^ %T TO^ TO^T ^^TT ^ ^ FRf aTOEpt ^ 
^T2^TO%(1), (2) 3TTOT (3) ^ arfTOTR ^ 

arofd aro t ^ Ptrm toxTO^ ^ tto ^ FTOrfd 3 ttot 
ar^TOi to! ft toft 3 trofR #tt fft r 

37. TO ^', TOfaR ^TTTO R 2TTO?ff FO RRTO R 

^ TOR TOf fTO! TOT t ^ TO <TOi TORft cTTO TOFjTO 
^TTOlf ^ ^ TO TO TOTO TOR R TO^ %RtTO^TF 3Rt' f % 
TOp : ^ 16 fFRTO, 2006 Rt| RTOTajf ^ TORT RTOfi 

3Tg?JR) (1) (RT) ^ TORfa MIr ift TO TOF^ 

Iron i, ^RTf% RTfRTO RTOTsI fRtqT TOT t I ^ fRRR ^ 

9ft RtFTO RTTffR 3RTOTTR, TO 2TR R<Tf ^ ^ RTOtR TO 

^ riNt rrt ^ frotfror rfr t, ^ 16 Pwt, 2006 Rft 
RTOPff # TOTOF RRRf RT^JRt # % 2 (1 ) (RT) ^ arrofd 
froftR ^ to RFt fron 11 rrrtr. ^ ft Rtr^ R frorTro 

TORT \ I 

38. FT RRTR, RcR^ff TO 14RT RTTRT RRT ^ RRFT ^ 
RR "4 RTFf RR^ leTR fFffcT fR4! TOR] ^ a^ TO RlfTO 

fron tort 11 % toto vm Itto f tot i i 

?./- 

R^ fFrft, RRRTR TO!'#, RTO^, TORT RRT 

27 TOTFt, 2008 

[ TO. R. 46/8/2007/2t(Rt) ] 
Rt. TO. TO RTTOff, RFRfRR 


January, 2008 of the Speaker, T.ok Sabha given under the 
Tenth Schedule to the Constitution of India is hereby 
notified:— 

“In the matter of : 

Shri Rajesh Verma son of Shri K.P. Singh, Member 
of Parliament and leader oiBahujan Samaj Party, I jok Sabha, 
New Delhi resident of 14-C, 1 ciozshah Road, New Delhi. 

—Petitioner 

Versus 

Shri Mohammad Shahid Akhlaque, Member of 
Parliament, (Lok Sabha), New Delhi, resident of 1-3, 

South Avenue, New Delhi -110011 —Respondent 

Order: 

1. This is an application !i led by Shri Rajesh Verma, 
Hon’blc Member of Lok Sabha against Shri Mohd. Shaliid 
Akhlaque, MP of Lok Sabha praying for a declaration that 
the respondent Shri Mohd. Shahid Akhlaque has incurred 
disqualification under paragraph 2 (1) (a) of the Tenth 
Schedule read with article 102 (2) Jwrongly mentioned as 
article 191 (2)] of the ConsiiinOon of India and that his seat 
in 1 lok Sabha has fallen vacant with effect from 16 December, 
2(X)6. 

2. Shri Rajesh Verma is the Leader 61 Bahujan Samaj 
Party (BSP) in Lok Sabha and the respondent has been 
elected to the Parliament (I ok Sabha) as a member of the 
BSP, which is a national political party, as recognized by 
the Election Commission of India. 

3. The Petition which was affirmed on 26th March, 
2007 was filed in the office of the Lok Sabha on 2nd April, 
2007. On 17th April, 2007, a copy of the petition was 
forwarded to the respondent inviting his comments within 
seven days of the receipt of the petition as provided in the 
Members of Lok Sabha (Disqualification on ground of 
Defection) Rules, 1984 (hereinafter referred to as the Rules). 
The Respondent thereafter request ed for extension of time, 
which was granted to him on two occasions and on 14th 
May, 2007, the respondent submitted his reply on the 
same by an affidavit verified and affirmed on 9th May, 
2007. The same was received in the office of I x)k Sabha on 
14th May, 20(fr. 

4. On being satisfied, on the facts and circumstances 
of the case that it was necessary and expedient so to do, I 
referred the petition filed by Shri Rajesh Verma to the 
Committee of Privileges of Lx)k Sabha for making a 
preliminary enquiry as provided by Rule 7(4) of the said 
Rules. The. Committee of Privileges after considering the 
matter and after hearing the evidence of both the petitioner 
as well as the respondent, duly submitted its report on 
12th November, 2007 through its Chairman and thereafter 
the matter has been heard by me as the Speaker of Lok 
Sabha in terms of the provisions of the Tenth Schedule o' 
the Constitution oflndia. 
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5. It has been contended in the petition that in the 
general elections in the year 2004 for Lok Sabha, the 
respondent had contested the same on the ticket of Bahujan 
Samaj Party from Meerut constituency of Uttar Pradesh 
and was duly elected as a Member. It is admitted that the 
name of the respondent is shown in the records of Lok 
Sabha as a Member belonging to the Bahujan Samaj Party. 

6. The main contention of the petitioner is that “in a 
public meeting held on 16 December, 2006 at Navchandi 
Maidan, Dist. Meerut the respondent Shri Shahid Akhlaque, 
MP publicly voluntarily gave up the membership of the 
Bahujan Samaj Party and joined the Samajwadi Party in 
front of and in the presence of Shri Mulayam Singh Yadav, 
the Chief Minister of Uttar Pradesh and the National 
President of Samajwadi Party, who was also present on the 
dais along with the respondent” and that news items to 
that effect along with the photographs of the respondent 
with Shri Mulayam Singh Yadav were published in the Hindi 
daily newspaper ‘Punjab Kesari’ dated 17 December, 2006 
and in the Hindi daily newspaper ‘Dainik Jagran’. Copies 
of the said news, items have been annexed to the petition. 
It has been further contended that at the said public meeting 
held on 16 December, 2006 “the respondent while 
addressing the public meeting, stated that since Ms. 
Mayawati had given a statement against the Muslim 
Community and had insulted the whole Muslim Community, 
therefore, he has taken a decision to give up the membership 
of the Bahujan Samaj Party”. It has been further stated 
that the speech given by the respondent had been 
published wi news items in ‘Dainik Jagran’ and a Photo 
copy of the same has been annexed to the petition. 

7. In the petition it has been further con tended^ that 
at the said public meeting, the respondent “made a public 
statement that though be was in Bahujan Samaj Party, he 
had never given any slogan against Samajwadi Party and 
by heart he was always ‘Sipahee’ (Member) of Samajwadi 
Party. ” Copy of the news item to that effect published in, 
the Hindi daily .‘Hindustan’ has been annexed to the 
petition. 

8. It is also contended in the petition that the 
respondent on 16 December, 2006 joined the Samajwadi 
Party in Navchandi Maidan, Meerut in the presence of 
Shri Mulayam Singh Yadav along with his other two brothers 
namely Shri Rashid Akhlaque and Shri Shajid Akhlaq, the 
photographs of which have been published in the daily 
Hindi newspaper ‘Hindustan’ on 17 December, 2006 and a 
copy of the same is annexed to the petition. 

9. According to the petitioner, the news items were 
also covered by the electronic media and the same were 
shown to the public by the respective channels as news 
item. On the basis of the averments made in the petition, 
the petitioner contended that the respondent had 
voluntarily given up the membership of the Bahujan Samaj 
Party and joined in Samajwadi Party and has incurred 
disqualification as a Member of Parliament, Lok Sabha 
under paragraph 2(l)(a) of the Tenth, Schedule of the 
Constitution of India. 


10. As stated before, the respondent has filed an 
affidavit in reply to the petition in which it has been 
contended inter alia that he belongs to Bahujan Samaj Party 
from the inception and was still a Member of the Party, he 
never left the party, neither has he been removed nor has 
he resigned therefrom. The respondent has further stated 
that he has never joined the Samajwadi Party nor he has 
given up the membership of Bahujan Samaj Party and that 
the statement of the petitioner and the news items were 
bereft of truth; that the news items were not by themselves 
admissible in evidence. He denied that be bad spoken 
against Ms. Mayawati in the public meeting held on 16 
December, 2006 and that the news items to that effect were 
not admissible in evidence and be has denied that he has 
incurred disqualification. 

11. On 12 September, 2007 the petitioner filed a 
rejoinder statement, wherein he has reiterated his 
contentions made in his petition and again referred to the 
news items published in the newspapers. The petitioner 
along with the rejoinder has submitted a copy of a CD 
which according to him, provides strict proof of the facts 
stated in the petition. 

12. A representation (undated) was submitted by 
the respondent at the office of Lok Sabha on 13 September, 
2007 in which the respondent has contended that he is 
taking part in the proceedings of Lok Sabha as a member of 
Bahujan Samaj Party, he has never defied the Whip of the 
party and follows the rules of Bahujan Samaj Party and he 
has ajways opposed anything said contrary to the rules of 
Bahujan Samaj Party and will continue to do so, that nobody 
had issued any communication regarding his leaving the 
membership of Bahujan Samaj Party and no such 
announcement has ever been made by anybody nor any 
communication has been sent to the Speaker, Lok Sabha 
about his leaving Bahujan Samaj Party, neither verbally 
nor in writing. He has further contended that his name 
appears in the List of Members in Lok Sabha belonging to 
Bahujan Samaj Party.and that he is an active member of the 
party. According to him he continues to receive 
communications from Bahujan Samaj Party and that he has 
not accepted any post in any other party and that he was 
appointed the Treasurer of BSP and he has continued to 
hold the said office. The report regarding the meeting that 
has been held on 16 December, 2006 is based on newspaper 
report and not based on his statement. If any Member of 
Parliament meets the Chief Minister of a State for the 
development of his area, it cannot be treated that be has 
given up the membership of the party or joined any other 
party. As per the procedure in Lok Sabha no action can be 
taken on the newspaper reports and such reports have 
been relied on as evidence against me. “I have never made 
any announcement regarding giving up my membership 
from Bahujan Samaj Party in public and through the media. 
A copy of a letter from Kumari Mayawati addressed to the 
Members of Parliament (undated) and copies 6f certain 
newspaper reports were annexed to that said 
communication”. 
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13. Another representation was received in the Lok 
Sabha office from the respondent on 20 September, 2007 in 
which the respondent submitted that he had gone to the 
meeting of 16 December, 2006 only to take up some matters 
relating to the development of his area with the Chief 
Minister and at the said meeting two of his brothers had 
joined the Samajwadi Party but there was no announcement 
made in the news items of his leaving the party or joining 
the Samajwadi Party. The respondent annexed copies of 
two news items published in ‘Amar Ujala’ and ‘Dainik 
Jagran’, both of 17 December, 2006 which according to the 
respondent had made no reference to his joining the 
Samajwadi Party. 

14. As mentioned before, 1 had referred the matter to 
the Privileges Committee for preliminary enquiry. The 
Committee $>ave full opportunity to the parties to make 
their respective cases and both the Petitioner and the 
Respondent gave their evidence before the Committee. 

15. During the coarse of evidence before the Hon'ble 
Committee of Privileges, the petitioner stated that the 
proceedings relating to the meeting held on 16 December, 
2d06 were recorded in a CD and that the relevant CD of the 
function and the press clippings which have been annexed 
with the petition would show that the respondent had joined 
the Samajwadi Party. He further stated that there could not 
be any greater proof than what was recorded in the CD. 
The respondent reiterated his contentions made in his 
reply. 

16. The Hon’ble Committee of Privileges by its 6th 
Report submitted on 12 November, 2007 has, inter alia, 
found that it was established that the respondent attended 
the public meeting held at Meerut under the aegis of 
Samajwadi Party on 16 December, 2006 and had shared the 
platform with Shri Mulayam Singh Yadav as the respondent 
himself has conceded this fact, and that the CD adduced 
by the petitioner also indicated the same position. The CD 
showed the respondent openly making highly critical 
remarks about the Bahujan Samaj Party leadership and 
Kttmari Mayawati, the leader of Bahujan Samaj Party for 
her alleged remarks against the Muslim Community and 
that he mentioned openly supporting Shri Mulayam Singh 
Yadav and that he had staled in his speech that the alleged 
reiharks of Kumari Mayawati were the “reason for leaving 
the party”. The Committee further held that the respondent 
could not give any plausible reason as to why so many 
newspapers would purposefully misrepresent the facts with 
regard to the public meeting. The Committee further noted 
that the respondent had admitted that he did not issue 
any clarification regarding any incorrect news reports nor 
had he sent any communication even to the leader of his 
party. The Committee further held that the news reports 
and some other correspondence submitted by the 
respondent in his defence “appear to he insufficient to 
disprove the press reports regarding the respondent 
leaving Bahujan Samaj Party and joining the Samajwadi 
Party and ultimately the Committee found that on the 
respondent’s own admission, he did attend the public 


meeting held on 16 December, 2006 and shared the platform 
with Shri Mulayam Singh Yadav, that the respondent during 
the public meeting openly criticized Kumari Mayawati and 
her alleged remarks against the Muslim Community and 
had cited that the remarks were reasons for his leaving the 
party and exhorted the people to vote for Shri Mulayam 
Singh Yadav’s party i.e. Samajwadi Party. 

17. As the Speaker, I gave opportunity to the parties 
to appear before me for personal hearing which was held 
on 10 December, 2007. The petitioner through his lawyer 
reiterated the case made out in the petition to the effect 
that the respondent was present at the meeting with the 
President of the Samajwadi Party and that he had not denied 
the correctness of the newspaper reports and that by his 
conduct he had given up his membership. In answer to a 
query made by me the respondent admitted that he was 
present at the meeting of 16 December, 2006. The petitioner 
referred to certain Supreme Court Judgments and that be 
was relying on the newspaper reports and the CD. The 
petitioner’s lawyer reiterated that CD produced by him 
supports the newspapers. The respondent apart from 
admitting that he had attended the meeting, stated that he 
had gone to Chief Minister with some paper relating to the 
development of that area and that an MP could go to the 
meeting in which the Chief Minister and Ministers came. 
The respondent further contended that he had neither 
joined any new party nor left his own party and he has 
never violated the whips of his party nor any communication 
has been sent to the Speaker about his leaving the Bahujan 
Samaj Party, and that he continues to be a member of the 
Bahujan Samaj Party. During the hearing, when I drew the 
attention of the respondent to the CD, he stated that he 
had not seen the CD which has been made available to the 
Speaker. Thereafter, under my direction, at the personal 
hearing, the CD was played in front of the parties including 
the respondent to which no one objected. The respondent’s 
only comment was that even in the CD, he had not stated 
about quitting the Bahujan Samaj Party, although he had 
stated that the Muslims should support Shri Mulayam 
Singh Yadav. 

18. At the personal hearing held on 13 December, 
2007 the respondent again submitted that newspaper reports 
were not admissible in evidence and that the news reports 
produced by him did not show that he had joined the 
Samajwadi Party and that one of the newspapers ‘Dainik 
Jagran’ bore animosity towards him and that the CD which 
was adduced by the petitioner could have been tampered 
with. However it is significant that the respondent did not 
take this plea during the hearing before me held on 10 
December, 2007 and his only comment after the CD played 
at the meeting that in his speech as recorded he did not 
make any statement that he was either resigning from 
Bahujan Samaj Party or leaving the party. 

19. At the personal hearing on 13 December, 2007 a 
list containing reference to three Supreme Court cases was 
submitted by the respondent in support of his submission 
that newspaper reports were not admissible in evidence. 
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At the said hearing the respondent also presented written 
submissions prepared by his lawyer which was allowed to 
be filed. 

20. In the CD which was played at the personal 
hearing on 10 December, 2007 the correctness whereof was 
not disputed by the respondent, it is recorded that the 
respondent had injer alia stated during his speech (as per 
translation provided by the Lok Sabha Secretariat) that “16 
December, 2006 is a historical day, that the leader of the 
Bahujan Samaj Party Kumari Mayawati insulted the entire 
Muslim Community by calling them fundamentalist and as • 
a gesture of protest we have decided that not a single 
Muslim of the Uttar Pradesh will give his vote to Bahujan 
Shmaj Party and we will not rest until the Government of 
Hon’ble Mulayam Singh Yadav Ji is formed again in Uttar 
Pradesh and I take this opportunity to make this appeal to 

all of you”.The resporident further stated, into’ alia, 

that “friends and respected elders this was my reason for 
quitting the BSP, you all are aware about the misdeeds of 
Bahujan Samaj Party and I did not care for such votes and 
such seats of power which might come to me due to 
my affiliation with the party which has tried to insult my 

community.Hon’ble Mulayam Singhji is fighting for 

the cause of entire society irfcluding Hindus, Muslims, 
poor, weaker sections and Dalits in Uttar Pradesh...... It is 

only Shri Mulayam Singh Yadav who truly deserves our 

votes.The Muslims of entire Uttar Pradesh should come 

forward to give their votes to hon’ble Shri Mulayam Singh 
Yadav Ji to enable him to form a Government in Uttar 
Pradesh for the coming five years, so that he may continue 
his fight for the poors, and weaker sections.... ..From my 
heart I have always been a supporter of Samajwadi Party. I 
still have regards for Samajwadi Party. I have never raised 
any slogan against Samajwadi Party. Mulayam Sin|)uYadav 

Ji has done so much for the Muslims, it has no precedence 
since independence I would like to conclude with these 
words that during, the election each and every person will 
come forward in the support of Samajwadi Party to enable 
if to form the Government in Uttar Pradesh and “our entire 
community will work towards strengthening the position 
of Shri Mulayam Singh Yadav in Uttar Pradesh.” 

21. At the personal hearing held on 13 December, 
2007 the respondent submitted a written arguments 
together with some press clipping and reference to some 
case decisions of the Hon’ble Supreme. Court. I directed a 
copy of the same to be handed over to the petitioner and 
his counsel and I gave opportunity to the petitioner to file 
his comments, if any, which the petitioner and his counsel ' 
agreed to file by 18 December, 2007. Subsequently, written 
arguments were filed by the lawyer of the petitioner in 
respect of the matters relating to the respondent, which 
were forwarded to the respondent for his comments, if any, 
latest by 7 January, 2008. The respondent through his 
lawyer submitted written arguments together with 
photocopies of some of the judgments of the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court, and he reiterated his submissions made at 
the hearing before the Committee of Privileges and before 


mei Sig nific antly, no comment has been made therein about 
the-CDund its effect or the contents*Of the same. 

22. At the end of the submission, I informed the parties 
that I had concluded the hearing and neither the petitioner 
nor the respondent invited any further opportunity to make 
any further submission except filing written arguments as 
mentioned above. 

23. After giving my anxious consideration to the case 
made out in the petition and the materials as produced by 
the petitioner as well as the reply given by the respondent 
by his affidavit as mentioned before and the submissions 
made during the personal hearing and all the facts and 
circumstances of the case, I am of the view that on 
16 December 2006, the respondent voluntarily gave up his 
membership of BSP to which he belonged at the time of his 
election to Fourteenth Lok Sabha. I now give my reasons 
for coming to the conclusion. 

24. In the case of Jagjit Singh v. State of Haryana & 
Ors. (2006) Supp 10 SCC521 the Supreme Court has been 
pleased to hold that, the object gf the Tenth Schedule is to 
discourage defection and the intention of the Parliament in 
enacting the same was to curb defection. 

25. The Hon’ble Supreme Court has been pleased to 
explain the underlying object and purpose which the Tenth 
Schedule seeks to achieve, while delivering the judgment 
in the case of Kihota Hollohon v. Zachilhu & Ors. (AIR 
1993 SC 412) that “these provisions in the Tenth Schedule 
give recognition to the role of political parties in the political 
process. A political party goes beforethe electorate with a 
particular programme and it sets up candidates at the 
election on the basis of such programme. A person who 
gets elected as a candidate Set up by a political party is so 
elected on the basis of the programme of that political party. 
The provisions of paragraph 2 (l)(a) proceed on the premise 
that political propriety and morality demand that if such a 
person, after the election, changes his affiliation and leaves 
the political party which had set him up as a candidate at 
the election, then he should give up his membership of the 
legislature and go back before the electorate. 

26. In its decision in the case of Dr. Mahachandra 
Prasad Singh v. Chairman, Bihar Legislative Council & Ors. 
(2004) 8 SCC 747; the Supreme Court has been pleased to 
observe that “the scrutiny of the provisions of sub-para 
(2) would show that a member of a House belonging to any 
political party becomes disqualified for being a member of 
the House if he does some positive act which may be either 
voluntarily giving up his membership of the political party 
to which he belongs or voting or abstention from voting 
contrary to any direction issued by the political party to 
which he belongs and in the case of an independent or 
nominated member on his joining a political party. On the 
plain language of paragraph 2, the disqualification comes 
into force or becomes effective on the happening otf the 
event” 

27. In the said decision of Dr. Mahachandra Prasad 
Singh v. Chairman, Bihar Legislative Council & Ors. (2004) 
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8 SCC 747, the Supreme Court has been further pleased to 
observe that under the Tenth Schedule, “the final authority 
to take a decision on the question of disqualification of a 
member of the House vests with the Chairman or the Speaker 
of the House. It is to be noted that the Tenth Schedule 
does not confer any discretion on tne Chairman or Speaker 
of the House. 1 heir role is only in the domain of ascertaining 
the relevant facts. Once the facts gathered or placed show 
that a member et the House has done any such act which 
comes within the purview of sub-paragraph (1), (2) or (3) of 
paragraph 2of the Tenth Schedule, the disqualification will 
apply and the Chairman or the Speaker of the House will 
have to make a decision to that effect.'* 

28. In view of s‘*c;j authoritative pronouncements 
by the Hon’ble Supreme Court, while deciding the petition 
in which the allegation is of the violation of the paragraph 

^1 the Tenth Schedule, the role of the Speaker, as 
the designated authority, is only in‘the domain of 
ascertaining the facts and once the facts are gathered or 
placed to show some action, express or implied within the 
meaning of paragraph 2 (1) (a) of the Tenth Schedule, the 
Speaker of the House will have to make a decision to that 
effect and will have no discretion in the matter. 

29. The contention of the petitioner as stated before 
is that the respondent stands disqualified on the ground 
of defection as mentioned in paragraph 2 (1) (a) of the 
Tenth Schedule, namely, t hat lie “has voluntarily given up 
his membership of such political party.” 

30. The scope and ambit of paragraph 2(1) (a) of the 
Tenth Schedule has been construed by the Hon'ble 
Supreme Court and in the case of Ravi S. Naik v. Union of 
India (AIR 1994 SC 1558) the Hon’ble Supreme Court has 
observed as follows: “the words ‘voluntarily given up his 
membership are not synonymous with resignation’ and 
have a wider connotation. A person may voluntarily give 
up his membership of a political party even though he has 
not tendered his resignation from the membership of that 
party. Even in the absence of a formal ‘resignation’ from 
membership’ an inference can be drawn from the conduct 
of a member that he has voluntarily given up his membership 
of the political party to which he belongs.” In its decision 
in G. Viswanatban v. Speaker, Tamil Nadu Legislative 
Assembly 1996 (2) SCC 353, the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
was pleased to observe that “the fact of voluntarily giving 
up the membership of the political party may be either 
express or implied.” 

31. As the role of the Speaker is only in the domain of 
ascertaining the relevant facts, as has been held by the 
Hon ble Supreme Court, it now remains for me to decide 
whether expressly or by implication the respondent has 
voluntarily given up the membership of his political party, 
namely, the BSP. In the case of Dr. Mahachandra Prasad 
Singh, as mentioned before, the Hon ’ble Supreme Court in 
its judgment has been pleased to hold “that the purpose of 
Rules 6 and 7 of the said Rules is only this much that the 
necessary facts on account of which the member of the 


House becomes disqualified for being a member of the 
House under paragraph 2. may be brought to the notice of 
the Chairman or Speaker, as the case may be” The Supreme 
Court has been further pleased to hold that “there is no lis 
between the person moving the petit ion and the member of 
the House, who is alleged to have incurred a disqualification. 
It is not an adversarial kind of litigation where he maybe 
required to lead evidence. Even if he withdraws the petition, 
it will make no difference as a duty is cast upon the 
C hairman and the Speaker to carry out the mandate of 
constitutional provision, vi/.. the Tenth Schedule.” 

32. The petitioner ;n support of his contention has 
referred only to the new.'.paper reports of 17 December, 
2006 and also to the CD the relevant contents whereof 
have been extracted hereinbetore. Il has been held by the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court in Balakrishana v. George 
Fernandes (AIR 1969 SC 1201) that “like any other 
evidence, a news report does not prove itself and without 
such proof it only offers a secondary evidence and 
newspaper reports may be taken into account with other 
ev idence ” The Supreme Court has been further pleased to 
hold that from circumstantial evidence an inference can 
be drawn about happening ol such events and about the 
truth of the contents of newspaper reports. Of course, the 
circumstances must be such that will not admit of any 
other explanation.” 

33. As has been mentioned in the report of the 
Privileges Committee there is no reason why all the 
newspapers which reported about the proceedings of the 
meeting held on 16 December, 2006 should have published 
something wrongly and if they were wrong, then it was at 
least expected that the respondent should forthwith deny 
the same. But no step was taken to issue any denial and on 
the other hand the stand* taken by the respondent both 
before-Uffc Privileges'Committee and before me related only 
to his contention that the mere newspaper reports could 
not be relied on. 

34. In a democracy like ours, the Press plays a very 
vital role, specially in disseminating information regarding 
different political parties and persons in public life, as the 
MPs are. In our country, there is complete freedom of Press 
and in matters of political events, it isexpccted that reports 
about political events would be factual. Specially in this 
case all the leading newspapers of the country published 
from Uttar Pradesh did in fact report about the respondent 
joining Samajwadi Party in the presence of one of their 
main leaders, Shri Mulayam Singh Yadav and that he also 
addressed the meeting, the subject of which was not 
indicated by the respondent. The respondent never 
disclosed his version about the happenings and the events 
of that day. Ordinarily, in my view' in a democratic set up 
like ours, the newspaper reports, though not strictly proved 
as per the law of evidence, can be taken as providing reliable 
circumstantial evidence, unless proved otherwise. There 
is no explanation why so many newspapers of great 
reputation and which are well established, should 
deliberately concoct the report against the respondent or 
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why they should conspire to publish false and imaginary 
reports about the'events of 16 December 2006. Therefore, 
in my opinion, there are more than sufficient materials to 
come to a finding in the matter about the respondent 
violating the provisions of paragraph 2( 1 Xa) of the Tenth 
Schedule to the Constitution of India. 

35. However, in this case there is clear and direct 
evidence apart from the newspaper reports that, the 
respondent had joined Samajwadi Party, and that in any 
event he had expressedly given up his membership of his 
political party, namely, the Bahujan Samaj Party. As 
mentioned before, when the CD was played at the time of 
the personal hearing, the respondent never challenged the 
correctness and the veracity thereof and his only comment 
was that his speech in the CD did not mention about his 
joining the Samajwadi Party. 

36. As already been held by the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court that “the role of the Speaker is in the domain of 
ascertaining the relevant facts and once the facts gathered 
or placed show that a member of the House has done any 
such act which comes within the purview of sub-paragraph§ 
(IX (2) or (3) of paragraph 2 of the Tenth Schedule, the 
disqualification will apply and the Chairman or the Speaker 
of the House will have to make a decision to that effect”. 

37. In my opinion really no answer has been provided 
by the respondent in the present case and on the available 
materials and for the reasons aforesaid, I have no hesitation 
in holding that the respondent in fact has incurred 
disqualification under paragraph 2 (I) (a) of the Tenth 
Schedule by reason of the .events which took place on 16 
December 2006, as mentioned in the petition. In the 
premises, I hold that Shri Mohemmed Shahid Akhlaque, 
an elected Member of Lok Sabha from Meerut constituency 
of Uttar Pradesh has incurred disqualification under 
paragraph 2(1) (a) of the Tenth Schedule by the reason of 
the events of 16 December 2006. I decide the matter 
accordingly. 

38. Thus the respondent stands disqualified for 
continuing as a member of the 14th Lok Sabha and it is 
declared that his seat has fallen vacant. 

New Delhi 

Dated the 27th January, 2008 

Sd/- 

(SOMNATH CHATTERJEE, Speaker, Lok Sabha 

[F. No. 46/8/2007/T(B)] 
P.D.T. ACHARY,Secy. General 

WTT q ffrlUdq 
3lfe^5RT 

^fWt,28.^Tfr, 2008 

W.3IT. 160( fa 

faffaWT fat twff fa SRpfa ffaflfa 27 2008 

fat fan nm ffanfafisid faftjfTfq 

im t 


sft tps^t wif, afr fat fat ffay, wdw 


\ . sft WlcKM TTF8PT, (PffoF, WIT), ^ 

fit, ^ 

anr^T; 

l. ^ sttto fa mnfan 4^n 

SKI fa 41^, crfl'h WTlfa "^iffalP! ffam 

7 po t ffasfa 'm famm fat fat ?ri t fa fa 

TqpSRT Vm] FKd fa tffalFT fa 102(2) [fafa 

191(2) fa^T fa ’lePT t] fa W 

nfen ar^fa fafao 2(i) (fa) fa ffafafanq t 

fak fate Tl«n fa WT 15 2006 fa fefrf fa nm 

t\ 

. 2. fa ^ fate W7I fa wm mfa (WIT), 
fa faflT £ fak wpft, ^IT, ffafa TO fa 34|A|l*r SKI 

' T£TT fa ^ fa •qprai fa ^ f fa T^r 

W fa fa faw; TO ^ i 

* 3. TtlfWl fawt 26 2007 te ^fue fat *Tfa fa, 

2 2007 fat fate tPRT fa ^TfWcJ fat *1$ I 17 

ante, 2007 fat fat U& 31kT S?qfa ^t fafa nfa f5R?fr 
qif^+i ^ 30^ ^ 7 fa ^ wfa faqtnt rtpft fat, 
fan fa pffa WTT (x^rl nffafa ^ ^ frl-^dl) 

faPT, 1984 (W^T^Tcf ^ fafa WCmT) fr TJFWR f I 
31rfa? fr WI fan 

fa WLffacTR fan ikh i 1 3 , 2007 fa 

^ SRr fS arfat fafafaf fafa 1 12 200? fat 

fr Tpfaf fat fan far 'yr^ru fatsf^ ' nn fan tfa 
^RTfa^ffanfant; 

4. TTPffa fa nfat'afa fafwM fa fr fafr 

fa ffa fan tot fak TnMn «n, ^ fa 

(Tfar ^Rf STO faTT ^faFT fat T5^?l ffafa’ fa fam(4) 3 
tfa^ fa -anfatr fa fa fo^#£Fwn fat 

ffatnTfrrro fat far ffai i ffatmffarR fafrfn fr niq<rt 

wirqfd fa fa 12 2007 fat srcfa ffrn^ 

fat \ wfa fafrn wn^-^ fr 

fa fat ST^jfa fa 7Tn^faf “ .; 

fat *bl i 1 

41 . ^ 

5. fa^ffam wtfa 2004 fafn fater 
farm fa 3 tr ^nfaf fa iTrnfaf fa 3fa?r fa arrros 

fa TRT^T Mief fa fdfai TTT PT5T «Ti 
Ri«n w fa ^ fa wjrft ?^q fa fa 1 ^ 



12 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 


Ph^l J NI 1# MoM# # -THT # FRT # 

# WHI’M Midi # rTFTZ # 7FM # s^iPri ZZT i? I 

6. ■MP'=n # 3^*IK, McH# #1 q^vjl-l *HHM Midi # TI^PT 
ZFirtfZZ FRJ 3 ZZ^ZT, 2006 #t ZTTTZ ^rTTSff #feTT f#TT qzi 

q*TT KOMI# #1 Ml# Z>I mIPi # I^qS SKI P+iM.ZRZifzq 

Z>Pf# TfRT 1#il # 3^ TR^NtT^T/^tR 

w*mr i qrPz<*r # rrrz zrrrz ^ni3Tt #ferr #t qfq w zrf 
q#iiqiztFTTT3TFtZF FIZTpBZTqqTt fazn^ZTFZgZZ 
fritz wf # m^Tz 3Ttq^ ^ fq^r zr zcz# zrr 13 zzqr, 

2006 #191# # ZR fqZT 9ZTI 

’ 7. 9T# ZTT ^§q FIZT t fa' 4 OT3^ 9T# # ZFlflFzq 

cM^rR'a^TTRT^^^^ ?Tt I^TZW fFTF 9TFZ #t 
dMPrqPd # elTO # FFM 9T# «w4tr!4 F’ (^TT I# 9F# 
WTTTrart) 15ZZqT,2006Z^#3Z7#\9n!T# 3foqZ7 
ZRIFTFIZ *TS*M # ZleiM'S ZIZZ ■^■cyi q^vJll tHHI'Jl 9T# 
#t *WZdl ZZ cMPT ZT# # 97ZT^ FT# (HHlPd* ^T, 
FfRIZq# 9T# *itpHei #qq” I ^HMMqisI 9T# #'HSHrlPzd 
cT^TT 3 tK M^l # 4 Pi-Id Z# # f?TZ 9TZ fZF MISM # 9#r[ 

# rrro 9czzf # qrt# #k fft zmz # rrqrzir zf[ #d)ypd# 
T^FTTf# mi# ski si^i P't’Mi 99T ZT, PRizr 16 Mq*«K, 2006 # 
^fZZ> %# -HHIZK 9Z **HUt 11 q.Z*#<T Z Wf?Td #t 9# 

# 3?ft Z# qiPq=bl # FTTZ FTZFZ t#ZT wi I ZF # FJZT 

tor ZZT t f# 3 fW 3 qTzzq ztfz, fiftf w qqr 

4!<<<hm 1 ##PFZPMT # TT^r 3TZ 7T9F ZFr9 # rTTZ IHMMdKl 
wf^wiqpq ?ftfewlw W15 
2006 -H < =ll < S < Sicii ^ TRtf^RT PmvHI I ^ 

^ wvfa Rqf ^TRTT:' ‘ 3TR ’ 1 ^ “ TT^T^TFKT ’ ’ 

'srffcrr -mP^=bi ^ ^ist wh ^ ^ t i 15 
2006 ■apfi 304lPid W^TcTT TFReR ^ qt 37TCta 
ifinrq w ^ fqr ^ ^ihm Midi ^ tt^Ft 
cru 3f*t 3rj®r 'Icnsn <?f[ ancilq mi "qiT4 ^ ^■coi ^ 
^3R wm wf ^ M c^TFT ^ CT&H 3RT oqf^f ^ 
zql7«rf?f if w^rr«?t wf ^ i 16 tat, 

2006 ^ “-^eRR w'\‘‘3^^5n^ , V‘tr'^H’ , ,*‘^f^ 
wtft” “ ^ht|^s hrct m ^ fw^ mw\{ ^ ^ 

3if?mf <r«n ztfh m **HT^rHii^ ,t zt^rt stn? 

cRU “TfeTd TTqFFf^T” 3rf?RTT ^rf^iT ^ Tfl«l 
#i trI "§■ 1 

8. W3\ ^ 3FJSR ^rlMNK ^ ^ 

^ qr qt yiniPw t^n qqi m, qrat ^ 3T^qR 
MHlPukiqRdTiPF 3Fq8fl^ 15 W^r, 2006^ 
^■^91 ^ q^'Jl’l fl*lN Midi, ^ (MMlIdch "^cT ^ cf)t 

«Wdl qt TTKTT erlqr qqi qq w ^ fcTRpTC^ 

I MlPdd>l W«Hf ^ 3TTqR TC qT^ ^ q? qjqr 

tor % q?qqf ^ q^5T ^ q^3R qizi qft li<?qdi 

ql 3^7 W<ris FPRq citd , > Tiqi fdwli ^ 

W tqmr ^ht ^rrf%Ti 1 


9 . ^tt % ^ q^ t Iqr qcqqf ^ qifqqn 3 Fftt q^ 

writ' ^qrt^f fq?F tft 3 q^ ?mq qq ^ifeei q?T f^qr 

qfFqr 3 tm^ tq^s w qrf^T ^ n ^tt^, 

2007 ^ ~£m qq? qq q^ f^qr t Pro4‘ srt wf 

^ Tfm-qrq qF firt %qT t fqr zrq^- fq^ erqrqT qqr qF 

3TTtIq%Z^F^ "l^^M ^rqR qizi q^%5tef^qrtqqr 

qizi qH HWdi T^qqr q* ^ft t, wt qFf 14r 3nqR#q 
t slkqF 3 t^ qt sf^ff w qizf ^ w t qqi q? fqr 
z^fM f^ttt qizf «p fFq ^ qqq-tqrqrt 1 z^ 3 ^ 
qqiqi Iqr z^fz f^tt ft 3rqzt qizf qqqr qfl ztfNf qqr 
<=hi4s6HT qq qTeR %m t qqr qlq^r 3 ^qr Ftqq^i^qqr 
qq % z^Ffz qrqt qt qqqi qro qnt %q qir z^fqq ZFf 
f^qrt 1 z^f^ qrqrfqvqifqrFql =bK u iqF qrrn^qqrq 
7 # t qqi srnt *ft 1 1 21 M 2007 ^ #q^ qqr 3 

qqr qq qpq ^3 tt qr fzqq qrqqf ^ 3 tw zm w qr^ ^ 
f^ wr ^ qft qfn qrt «r> 1 zfM qF qt qqrqr fqr zq^ 
Pi6^ Miql ^ qff qF 3 ik)m cTTTqi qT fqr z^ qqqr ql 
t, qF 3TRtq q^q qqr aqqRFlq t 1 zqq qq ^ zf^ 3tfI 
qqrqr fqr zf fqzi fqrqt qqrq ^ wtt ^ Pd^P^d fqrqT 
qqr qT fq^ qrzf qft 3T-jqr^q ^ 1 

10 . 3T9Z y^TU ^ qrqt ^ FiqT Iqrqr t Iqr qrfqqrt $ 
Tdq, qq; qqnr qr qq qK zqr qq q> Mq qfqqi q qqr zft 
l^qitzqiqrfqqq^RnTRqri 3TrMqrIqcqqf^‘‘fqqiFRqF M 
zfi hmi F qqr z^ qqrqrR tqrqr mmi hmhi fkit i 

11 . ^qr fqr qF^ z?^7q fqrqi qqT ^ ^ qrq^ qrt 
qrqqqqr qrq z> T^rq; tq^lMilqqrR qjqm qn qrq t^qr qr 1 |q 
qfqfz ^ qpft qyt qrl 3rqqt ^tf irqq qrr ^jq T? srqqr f^qi 
qqr qr# qq qrqqf q qfqfq # qqsr 3rqqr qraq fqqr qr 1 

12. Pq^MiPqqrR qfqfq # qq^r qTq^ qft TP^ ^ 
#qq q?qqf z qziqr t# #q^r wzr q ii # qr*qq ^ fI 
z# Mdi Mci 1 1# z# Midi ^ PidP^fl qz Psmi qqr ^ #fqrz 
z# #Izq q#’ fqzTT qqi zqT zf %z# 3rk 
TjqqT q# fneft qqT qF f# qqT q zq# #z qqqrqqFfr# 
Tnq # t qqr qF 1# zqrft qrqf # qr# 1#q qq zqqqq q#f 
fqrqr i qqr zf % z^rq qqqr ^q# qprrq# # 
Tqqq qqqqiq tqrqT q? qnqrq zf zqq Tqqiq qq zFjqtq qFt 

# qf qqr qqqq # z# stft q# ztZ f#n qqr 1 zf# qF 

# qqrqr I# 15 qqrqr, 2006 #t z## # Ivizhkh Ittf mkz 

# rmr f## qq rrqr ^ qiq q#' %qr qr srk mf # Pfidmq 

fqF qrqq # #qq q# fqq ^ zq qcqqf rrqrzqr# qr# zrr 
rrqrq «tt i zq rrfqfq # hhhIm zqrqfq q#qq ^ zq# fq#q 
■?rq # 1# qqT "steq# ^ 15 qqrqr, 2006 qrl ^hm^isI 

qrzt z> yoMieiq h iqrrn zzqr h qrq tqrqr qr qr q?qqt q 
qqrqr tq> zq qm q^sr qrq q# t zir zz zf 3iqq iqqtzq 

z# ^ # zf ■grgq q# 3 tzzt rr^zqrz 3 t«tzt 1## 3PT 
z# # ^z zr# zfz zf zfi zr# f# #, qr^g 15 qzzr 
2006 zrt z»f# ^rn °^5 q# f#zr 3^r zq# zrrqT # 1 # #t 

zzl q# # aflr zt # z=f# qr# ## zzt zzfq zf 



qRFqq WT3I : 3Rmnqq 


13 




f-Kif«ra qR fcftqft tiqift q* 3iq ftt qqqi ft y<vw ft i 
Sfiqftf ft 3 tM q^T % «HNK qft ftf ft WX ft, q? m rft 
^1* ftf «&» qiflf q>F «<»>ti, T R^ 3ft «WHI qft ^PR^rai ft 
fawmci qR ^i q**i q*rr qft qqqiijqqltf ftjq «nft fqrqr. 
*i*fi ®?r tit <HjY} dwi 4) ft] ftt <3wi*H’i q^F ft>qi i >*i<i <i'i c hi 
gib nqrqRqft ftf aft w w& 3?k aft ftfe 
qK^ ft> qi*T smhRtki <si«h qftft qft 3{ft fteiiMi 7 T z n eft ^cMftf 
^ ^3tR ftqi ft? 4t< *ihh qq jft «<*)dl $ «in 4? 

W«l^1 Wf 'ft «* I HHl-c(K qft 'ft H4>|f*fd qftft ft qi* ft 
qftft qj^r fft q& q* ftt$ fexqftt q^f qrnr qrsft i f^rcr 

qftft ftf <J"iq>l -m 3pq eM ft 3iftq "331 t^FH TRTT *n, 4*1 

qi* ftf ft w fftqftft 3*f w ^T ft ^c!T f q|q q? 

«Hl^lO qiftftf ft l.qftlft ft*<iqi fft qff are ftt ^NT ft 
*RF? £ sfaqft qift ft fqyqift $3?fc q* Iftftt 3RT Wf "ft 
*llf*K1 ""(ft "5R ^ I 'ifa 3*lft fftftq ^T ft ^1 ‘HI "fft 4'ft’} 
«hwk qft ft ^qt ts m qq wsq qft qftf fftqi ft 
m>ci 1% <&Hift Hi<iiqal ft qqqsq ftt Mein cje<Hi ftftr qftf 
^ i <j*ft , t qai*ii fft q? qrqiqft ft Pi u fq ft qi* "ft 
qraq>tfft feiq qqft fts q>ft M ft qr?j qft -sqft ffteft 
ftt oi^hRi qftf ft ^ift 1 qs qrqrr 3»T 7jft 3qk 3n% t& i 
tor ^hi^k ■q^f itaiftid "^ff ^t ^rsrT 
3'cT'I *hjT Rh<fi e t4ft«t> ^cii ^ q^Kioq 

3f^cT «ir afa 3 ^ fen^ ^ ^ it 3^3 «n 1 
’9W fq^lM ^T ^ T J^T 7 FT1^ q«wio<< 
■qft ^KrKT d0<(A ^5T «if'l ■qyF *TT, T R*5 ^ ^RTT^R ^ ‘ft 
x°f>iRfia «19M< ^ "4 *TT, <Jiet)i 3 tR 1^> "ftcTT ^<W*q 

«fft *iei«i oiKi’ii 3fa<1 ^nftf *11 I 

13. HHHlq fq 3ftq i fi|«fr | < 12 W5R, 

2007 ^ft W^f 7$ UftP^T 'ft 3RJ ^Tcft ^ VW-tm -q? <ft 
Ml Ml't fa qjq "qfRF «Hl^KM5)T ft ■q? ^HNR H<*>lfvid 

fam 15 2006 qft ft 

m<ff ^ <i«q q^idfciM ftf <*n*i)f«Ki v$> ft 3rR 
^ 3rq>r<rfld ft^ft aft f^l^MM qft 3qft«<Ri ft J^SS\ ft 
«l|'3H -MHtv»l ■qi^f wf ft7Jlf*rft 

^ -ftk qR ft ft^l^ldl y^ftcrU ft "3^ 
qft iq^ft 3Tift wtfftr M q^qrq«ftft ftftt fast ftt 
ftgq> ft qmftft ami ftq r ^ r ai w$m qft ftftfaa qqft ft 
^«4»K fan ft ftfftH q? q?TTft ft 3TO*?*f ft ft? P\dlft> 
16 W?R, 2006 qft 3 lftq> W^ft ft q? MRR ftfc 
fqq qft m<wR»w fam 1% ft ^Rraift wf ft ?nfqcnft qft 

ft 

14. 3T«W qft ftfftqff ft ft§ q^f 

qft 3?qft TFRf <4 mIwi Ftftqq 3iqqi: fqqr ftk q? ■’gqqnj 11 
f^q^, 2007 qiF ^ 1 qrat ft snft qifqt*! ft wnft qft 
3qftft ^ ^wftq ft wi ft ftk qr ftqci qqrqRqft ft 
qqntw ftftef qq F^ien Iqqr ft 3^ qrft ft 3 ^r ft 
qrfqqq ft Iftq qq qift ftF q^fftr ^q ft qifftt qqft ft 1 

15. qcqftf ft ftt ww ra -gqqft ft ftqq, 3rq 
qrft ft qiq ■qw, qj? ft qpFT fft q? qf5R «hm qjft ft 

qr "^qiq ftft ft ■gqqj^ ftt enft® qft ft qF ®H£*h 


qqiqqrftft %qr 

ft 3^ q ft 4 »? 1 ^ ^qft qift ft p '*h*^ qq qq qqjqr ft 1 qftft 
3 nft qj$T “fqq fa] ftft wqqr q?TcT ftft, fftr q^qq 
qqiqqift qqftsi^qRftqicqftqFw^ftiq^n 1 -5ft 
ft^ <*>k u f qqrft qlfcti qft fq?n ft \ tqq^ 12 qt 13 qft® 

-ft <^*iiO HiMiqcO SRI cRSH* ftf 3nftfqq fti^aft qft 

ft, ft 3qft*M qT 1 " q^ft aqft ?m fa M ftft whnr 
M+lfifld ft ft ft % q?qft (^qft qiqiqft) qift ft 
fn^ifad qift ft i M mrsmsH ft yq>ififia «hwr ft 
qrt ft q?qft ft w ft fft “ft q* qv^qi ^m\ 

. qqi ft qfft ft ftq? ftft ft ft 3»ft^qR ft 

■^q ft "^n'qiFT q?, q ft ft Tpqiqqrft qift ft qqqfmftqqi 
ftftqftftftftftft^ft?nft i M 3ftft aqft w,“Iftftt ft 
q*r ft qqi ft ftft ft qiq^, qlq ftl^ ftft qr "^sq ftft qr 
^qqicT ft* ftqftq s§q ft fqqro qqft ft fan. 3TTqf<fi)ldl 
wen i qqqi Fftft qnftqjq qn u^nzq i, ft ftqq 
7R?q ftft ft qft, ft, "qq qqftftq ft qpr ft?rr ^qqffft qf^ 
qft^ ft* ftqftq ftq ft .tftsrc? qqft ft ft, ft mm ^wqq 
qRqrftqqftsqqqqndTt iftft qiftqiftftqt^qftl^^q 
qft ftq? ft tqqq ft qft qqjqr ■mijjcii i" * 

qqftft qjFi ^ “ft qq ftl q^qq> qftf ft w^q ft, 
qqqq qqr ft fft^qrcr *it 3fl* qqft ■f^qpF qpnq qq scnftq 
aqqnftq ft 1 wmi qft ft qqnf*m wqrft ftk ftift ft 
ftftq ft, q?qftf ft 3 tR fax fa uhmk qft ft uq>i(Vid 
4 THWK Fftqr ft W qr aqqrftq qft ftft I TO ft ft, qrR 
qft?r fam qqr ^qift ft ftqq, qro qft ft ft* qrq ft 
7?iq tftftt <h«h qq qftft qqqfftq ftqr tft ■ft 1 qftfft qiqr fftqr 
fa “ftq ftftsf ft f^qqftqqr qft ft” ftft q?r 1ft 
%ftMftq q>T 4<rxrtftd qft fftqT qqi “ftft Fft?lT ft q?qft 
(^qrft qrqrqft) ft fqftftfqq ^r^MieH fftqr 1 1 “ ^ftft 
ftqft^ftw ^q^ qq "srsq fftqT % ft ft qrqrqR qrqq 
ftuTqft lqqiM«ft qfftr qqrqqift qiftft^nfftcT'gq ft^qF 
qjFTfft"ft qrft ft Tnfq^r qft ft 1 ” 

16 . 3Tq^ fqftqq ^ ftd ft, ftft seif qrt ^jfftd fftqi 1ft 
ftft igqq^ 'jO qq eft ft ftK 3rqft qft qjfft qq ^cr 
3rq?R fftrr 1 q?qqf 3 pt qftf fqft^q ft fftq ftk srfqqr 
qqq^ qrq qq ?q|q> qFtqri 

17. 18 faW*R , 2007 ftt, qrft ft qftter ft fetfftd 

w ftf, ftraft 37 ft qrqft ftf qftftrnq ik qr ^qqi^ ft 
^ftrtftqqq iqqqqiqqqiFqqT i qrqr ftqftmSRrsR^rqqq 
fcif&d qeiteif qst qqr qfq 20 fftr«R, 2007 ftt ft qm /- 
FR argfa ft xm fftqqrf qf fa $ 7 *rqq*t, 2008 qqr 3rqqt 
f^rfftft, q^ q^ ft, qpq q^ qifft ■sq qr fftqq fftqT qr ^qft 
1 q«nfq q<q*ft ft qqq f^feq qeftftt ft q^tR ftf apq ftt^ 
Iqftqq q»rft qft qft q?nft ft 1 

18. qif^ftqd^q^qmft afftqrft^qqrq^ 
■qrqfirft q«n qcqftf sro arft qq ft qr«qq ft fai qq q«n 

qrq^ftk^sftftrqq^qqi^ft ftqqfftqqq fqftqqf 
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aTO TOF ^ TPjF aR[ afo nfffrTOaY TO ,f 3 RK 

‘ YTF Ft YRI^FtT TO TOT f fY faYY 15 WTO, 2006 F 
toyF F nF^T F tort F naRY Fa at I^rF to FaYaf 
cftY RHT F Foa YTOt fFlfaa F TOTO! FF* ^ I 3 R 4 ' 
Pd'Y'J TO FaF F 3 TO YTTn TOTTY ^ I 

19 . YTOTta fF WI afRTY TITO FtT YTO ( 2006 ) 
WflHt 10 TORtnt 521 Y amt F aWcffi TOTYTTa F TO 
f#I fFlFfY anFf 3PjgFt YT aaYTO aa TOTcf F WlRFa 

ytyF Ft Fna 'gKi iF arfaMFfi ana tot totot an nan 
F Front i 

20. HHOta a^YTO TOTTOrR n feVcfl FmFIh ®RR s 
Ft YR (T^Y^YR 1993 ^ 412) Y TOTOt F 

Pl u ta F ftIFcl 4^!f9 Ft y'YTOl ~TOT TOta fTOY F ftR? 
anF YgrjF am nra fro tot t fro 44 anF yjijFFF 

4h«R TWotldTO HfsbHi F TTTOTtfaY aY WA FhTO "FI HI-aY 
FF F I TO* 7 TTYatfYTO aY fTOF aoFYH Y m*T HcKSd! F 

qi^ anar F Ft to i$ ytFyh y ytyt to F yhp 

a«il^K 73^ YTY t I TOT W TTTOfttrrY an 'gRT i TYfT * 
fYY YY^wflaaK an TTTOTffYTO TOT Y YTFyH F YTYT TO 

PH< 4 ir ^4 Ft yty F i Fn 2 ( l) (Y) Y arow tot ytyt ft 
R^FtF f tY TTYTtfaY FfFca Ft FfaTOTT Yt TOT F fY 
nfa %n Rfaa Paataa ^ j wm. amt tjtotott toff F Ft 

an <MH)fdY an FF ^rtem t I^FR Tm «£ TER 

^ ^r w fro ni ?n art Pfffttoi ^ 
Tl^dl ^l ^ 7 afk fFR T1 TOTcTT Ft! fF^TTT FR1 

FTFTf I 

21. iri. Fei^ fr% ^rm FFiFfa, f^rr f^m 

3^T apq (2004) 8. F^RtM 747 Wcl 4 a^IFF 
-MI4M4 ^ famft t "ai-% (2) ^ aFFFf Fft 
TTFtefT ^?Ttq7Tt trot TMHlPnY ctFl "ft tRfFF FT4 FT? 
W cR WTl ^ teTF. tPr# ^ ancTT t Ff^ 

%IT F 7 t 4 TOT! f ^ an TNHtlrFF Y (4 Ft! FRFTfn afff 
ft ci) FT^i ^ ?ite^ FTi t fi m an TDiarfm: m, Imm m 
TRF T^aal 1 ?, ski jiiO fFi’U. FT 7 fFTTTt f 4 <F «F FclFTF 

3 T«R 1 an^ fFTFS ncKB Ft apjFft«T 7 f W f aflT T^lrfF 
ar«Ri amWa ttvPt ^ nm n mP Timtfm m n 
TtPnfeia ^ FT FtcR t I 2 Fp Tm FTF 1 ^‘, fFT#FT fT? 
TOn ^ FT cTI^ 3 T?RT FFM ^TcP t l” 

22. ’ST. W FTT1F trr? «HTF n^TTFpt 1%TT fom 
Fftq^ 3^ 3 ef C2004) 8 ^Tfmft 747 ^ to fF’FF f 
aron rifmf A 3 tft famfi Ft % IF: yfF' arffpt F 
araFr “fff F ttftf Ft farni F to ft fFF? fF ff 
afftTF arfFro tkf ^ ttfifF a??4Fi ar^F F Fin % 1 ff 
ate fro anti fF ffF arEfF Tri r T F trifFt aiFFT 
aTR^T F FTT F Fti fFTOfFTO FF3 ‘Ft FFcft t I FFFp 
FpTF4 FfF FTTtfFr F«F F71 FFl FFia TO t I 7FFR 

TOP^d fFF FF arTO nF FF F»T fFf f fF FFT F TTFTF 
^F^Fn^tlTOt fFar t F.TOff fffF F ff (2) F 
aF-% (1), (2) arFFi (3) Ft fIFF f tot t F fFFm 


[Part II—Shc. 3(ii)J 

Ft fr«TfF ctpiFF Ftr tiff F TraiFfa arq^T a?^ Ft ^tt 
trfF fFFrFarF fi i” 

23. fttF arjrjFr F Fa 2 (i)(f:) F acFFH'F 
anFa trF fiPtoi. ft fFaii ftF tftf fhFf arom 
toftftf ^ri Ft 7 iF %rt arf^TFTTtTO a^Fw Ft fF 
arez^i Ft Ftot ff' fFFFa FTOirt F to F Fro a«n 
F W TOlF F Ft F f F ? 4 ! to an TOaai to fF 7 
TO f m ^ttF a?^F F Fa 2 ( 1) (a:) F arF F ar^r 
arfroiTO aiTOt FFFaa to F to. ^tFi#! ovFt F fro; 
tF w 4 IF toi F ar^T F ?n to F fFta #n Fot a«n 
aF TO TORT F Ff fsTTOTfYTO Ft TOTT t 

24. toF TOOTO ai^TO 7 itF to tot to % fF mrof 
toF argrjFFF tt 2 ( i )(F FFFfef to aroF anro 
nr fFF F, arF^aFft an TraTOTY "to F tottoi tFFjy' 
TOFFtaFfi” 

25. toF ar^Ft F Fa 2( 1 )(^) F FFFtot twi 
toF to sTTOrtror npratn aronr torito to fror top F 
a«n TfF to* toy topt tot nn (TrarFanr 1994 to Ft 
1 558 ) nroF F nrFtn aa-qon ^tottto F froror faroft 
F: “aFF tF^t F nroroT Fa Ft” ?t«t ‘crom’ to 
nFwF Ft F a«rr anro toto arfroF F F? TOfF an 
to F nroPTi F Itoi ?rom fF Ft TirotfcT y to F amt 
TOvFtoi tF^ 5 t F Fa nron Ft tttot to FWFty to F 
rOTTOi a F nr F an nror F ^^tt F to faroF IFtoctf 
nr toy F fF aFF an TmatfiY to, InnF F tor F, 
F Tory r^ F FaF F 1 F. fFrorna tor aiR^, 

f^TOnm 1996 (2) iRntnt 353 mnF F am 
tarn F niFta aroro rttoft a fernft F F Iro 4 4 tdiFRty 
to F toftot F^?t F TTOiar to aiTOT fafF Ft tofy 
Ft” 

26. Ff ^ 7 F ^froi F^y nro aFf to tot 
totF to F, Fnr ^ nmta a^on rpttto F aiF fFta 
F toy F, Ft fF 7 to from toty Fn to tott F fro we 
to to fafFa an F toy Ft a totot Traatfro tot, to«F totot 
nron araf F yry F^?i F t?to Ft Ft F. totto toto 
fro nroF F, Fnr toF aaFro IFtt toy F m Fa aropr 
RTORrFT F amt fFta F toy fro 44 aror faaFt # fwr -6 anr 
7 tot a^R Fan mr F fro a a«n faaF totot to toy to 
nron % 2 to totot; nnr tot tor F tot F larF Ft mro 
F, nnrFr y torto, FtF *F frofa Ft, F tohtoiF F ry 
nrai ’ ’ a^aan rtytYt a toth toy F 44 fro yF aY toy to 
_ an tor, F Fna an n FttF Ft yy F, F Fa toIF 
fFrirmta to Ft Ft to Fra^r otott F nroFroft aFt F 
tot ar tor aa: a|F F frotYF Fti tot aro fro to to 
Y froTOT man FaaF anF F^ toy Ft Fy Ftfro 
nnrafa ant YRn to nF^pfaro awr nFi anat appjat 
Y arjTOH F fFFaiF F i” 
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27. FTfa k 3# # fa BB# k Flf#! 4' fa#fa?T 
F3FT3lt‘ fa fa k' faF?T 16 FFBR, 2006 

k n«wfiia ft#F FTT 3#T3 faFT f| FTfa k «HI*MI<9 #f 
fa fafa faFT k FcFfa fa 3Ffk# FTT 37FFT 15 WFT , 
2006 fa BMMFI<fl wf k 3^fa BTffal fak FTT fat^ FBTF 
BT$F 3?! fan kl RmH^^FdF ^JIFlcW k BRRT 

^nfa 4>4sU (^ 3n| aRK 1969 1201) FR# k F? 

■forar 7 jftft ft fa “feft 3T*r bisf fa w fakt b ftfr 
:V R k fa Ff ft# 3rm k ffpf fat' k fft kk fakt 
. FFTF fa ffaf fat ft# fan WT # tTC?T fakt BFIFRM3 k 

wftra ffa ft#FT faFR 3RF FFTB fa 3#fa k faFT 
■^HRl” BlfatF 3^cm ^TFTT^T k 3# fa kt oJRRFT fa ifa 
FftfalffaFF FFM k TET3^TT37t‘ fa F# Tig RMIFRqfa k 
FFiiffa RhU F>t BcFFI fa fk l5 i 4 l "4 Pic<t>4 l^c^lcn BT ychdl 

ki faTFr, FftfrFfFFT #t fa fa fark fakt sff BfatFHF fa 
yi^icii fat fai 

28. Ffa FF sJrrUsHlii k fa FBfa FlfaFTT k FBTFf 
5Ri BFfa#t FTfa-fa faFT k TrrfiTcT fak fa ffa# brR? 
rTFTR FR f FFT FF fa FcFFf BHMFKI Flfa k BTfad ][3TT 

fatr BBk 3?? FR# fa B«IK<0dl B^ldH k BHMo||<0 #f 
k ^uIhci fak fa farm fa kt, FFifk Fiffan fa ffaw ftff 

F |BFTT BF k 3TFFT FT# «t>V F^BT 1=6^I 
Ft BFf "'FIT f I 3 ^ ■qif^ *! ^ tr R "4‘ ^ ^ 

^3fl fSRrf ^FT Wt% 3TRtR f=RI»^R tl STRint 3 ^F 
^«t>4 fi^ldl ^1 ‘R^kTI t FTr^STf ^ 3RW ^ F^R 
Rlf^I ^ tjij ^ic^T ^1 VlfaK Ft f^RH 
tl RfF BBTRR t^ff ^rft ft 1 # 7 TFTcl «ft Ft WlM! ^ FF 
^IT f^i FF «6B ^ FRT 15 FF^Ft, 2006 F^t - ^3'«6 "4 
Rqftfcrfd 3R«T^T ^fRpFTFI RRBFR F^t '^FFrfRF FR^ ^ 
'PFZ ^ F^R ^RFTI ^ 3RTt FF 1 ^T 7 RTI % FFI FF 15 
WSR, 2006 FTf FRFF3> 4' •UHMcfKI #f ^ ^I f d^l if *& 
tVlqHKrl tW RK«f ^RTF«? fFRTt. ^RRT^R "4‘ VIlPHd ^ ^ Ft 
■STRT^ff ^ FFT IFF! % fFRft #3FT if RTF FFt“ %FI, 

^FT FFT Ft FFt'f ^ FF FK FFf tl ’’ ^TF FF^Ff FF «TH 
BHNk FFf $ F?Ft # f^TFWF f% FTFF ^ 7TTR FFF^t FRFttf 
'^t 3fR fFcTRT FFT Ft FrFFf ^ FF7 f^TI., ‘^’ FB Fit ^ Fftf 
fF°#t FFf FRFT RHFFII FF^ BFTFFIFt #t ^' «n; Ft 
BFRF t ^ fFTF 3R cRe! Ff I ^ ^ FT FFRft Ft BFI^ 11 M 
RfafF FB tF^ FT FfFt fe FcF«ff |B FTFF FF Fitf FFBF 
FFfFFTBFFfa 15 FFRT, 2006 F^t FRIF3T ^ BFFFFTFt 
FRf F>t TFJFtF ^3F7 ^ R3fR FT^ BFTFR FFf 3 F«ff F^t 
T#?F FFTF <SF ^ FT^F ^ FF FTFFTft FFt Ft tFT RFTF 
FpFTRFI^FTFf (FBFT) W\ F<Wd! cFTF FR BFRFKl FTZf 
if ^TlfteT Ft FTT f 3fk BFT^TFT B«teIF if FBFft 
FtFRT Ft FR Ff f 3 ^ FF 1% TRF*ff ^ FF ^FtFTR fFRTT f-fFT 
cRF^ FIFf ^ 3?# fFeHF ^ Fit 4' 3TF*ft FTFt ^ FRt BFTFR 
tt# ^ # ^f F^ BT^tFRFT FRt F?f fFRTl FT afk FF FF 
HF FFt FR T# % FF^ BFTFR F?ff ^ FRt f^F 3TRf^ 16 
FFMT, 2006 F>t Ft FF BFTFR FFFt Fit<i) BfFd FFt FF»lf?TF 
FR fFFT % FF BFRFKt Fizf tJ-WiRw ^ F^ fl F^F«tf ^RT, . 


3TF^ FF if FF^ Ft fFR FR 3 tR FFT fa?taifa<w< «(hRi ^ 
^PT^r ■^TFTI ^ ^tTH FF^ FT^T TTreF 3# ^ ^TRaer ^FFfFFFF 
^FFlf ^ ^tTH 1FRFR BT^F, #f if Ft 3TFFTR FR ffe^Wr 
^■RFPF FTt ^R FF F^F% 3' FTt3 BF>tF F^f 1 1* 
FT^ if IF# BF ^ FFHT F FRFT FcFFf "gTB 3T# Rsl<1IMi 
HFTR FR 3F# Fft TFlFiK FRFT # f I ' ■ 

; 29. FF BFT t % FTFt FRT fFB BT^F FF Fcrrtal %FT 
FFT t BFFT fFB FT'S# RTtBT iWt FF BFTFR FFt Fit 

1t#F 3ft< "^ft 1rq#f Tr^nl^i f^^tr ^rr^t ■% 

snteft # fF^t, #f ^ F|#r BFTFR FFt FT FttBT f#T tl 
FT^F: 16 FFtFT, 2006 Fit FT^ FT^ BFTFR FFf FFT «HBF I, 
BTF, F^tF BFRT, ft^lH, ^FFT BFRF, TFcTF FRF, 3TFT 
^BTeTT, RFT^F FRF (B*Tt fFFt ^), FFT fF^BlH 3T?BT, 
FIFt#T, 3#T Ff#T FFT FfeFF RFB^B F 15 FF^FT, 
2006 FTt BFRFRft FT3f ^ FR#TF if i|f #FT FFT FBt 
BRtTF Fft ^R BFTRRTFT B#TF if Ffef F3FT3ff FTT TW ^T 
FTF#1#T FTI fF#lfFFFT BfFfF ^ Ftc!#F"F*F? 

1#T FFT -t fa %T FTt^ FBBF #t f fa BFt BFTFR RF 
B^ffit ^ ^5 3^T BFTff# FT? S^T.FfR ^ FFTF «t Ft FTt 
FB ^ FTF W$ #R FRFT FT%R FTI FTRJ f^RT FRF ^ 
faR FTTf FTRF #f 33TFT FFT % ^BTt 37k FcFFf ^RT 
tF#lfFFTR BfFfF 3lk ^ BT# f<R FR TWfaBF 3 BTFT 
Fk ^ FF Fcfa #1 t fa 3RFFf ^ FTB F^ BFTF .FFt FT, 
faB$ t3^< 3^T BFTRRTFT B#FF k’ FFF>t FlFfatt fBS #t 

ft / ' 

F«Ff FF 37F^tFRT FRk FT FrftF #T ^ fa FBTFf F^t 
FF^ FTfa RcT, FfFF BFR FT^f jJRT faffar faFT FFT FT 
1 3?k F^ fa 3# RFT ^ 3T«F5T ^ BTB^5B3^t TJFFlC Ft FFt 
1^1 BTCFFT, 3Bk RcT k TFF* FTt 3TFfF-F^TF 3T^FF faFT 
>3fk difact, BF k FF fa# fafcltrll FT BFkTT k fa faft 
FkkFfaff k F^TFf k FTFT ktFT fa FfFF BFTB FT^f k - 
RBfa fa# farTFprT 3Tfkf#3 t sfa 3B^ fIw FTT Ffa 
fe^HT FFt kl fart Fftfarfalf k TFFjfFFT eft k fa FcFF? k 
kF#FFT BF k fa# 3RT R^T FT #f k ^sk 3^T 3TFFt 
TTFFtffa FfclfkfFFT Blft B^k FF faFR faFT kt 3fa BBk 
far BFTFFTRt FT^t k TFF fa TfagT FRk FTT ffaFF faFT 
faBk FF Rk k BF^ T? ^FTT FT, ^BT fa 3#rfafacT BTfkt 

k 9'dtd kfa ki 

30. ¥FTk kfa faFTfafafT oRFTFT k kB fafanfFa^R 
fFf*FT TTBktfdF* #t F BTfalffa faFF fak F# ^FfafFt 
^k BBR BRFTt ^ # k Rsffa fa k RFT FfBRWBTjk 
’jfBFTT fkFTcTT %\ ffa fa k far fa RTt Bldfal FTFT k far 
WTtfaF FZFTsfTBt ^ f#F k F? 3TRTT fa BTcft k fa 3Fk 
^St TFfa FSFFTFT fa I ffafa k IB BTBfa kf 3TRFfa k 
Ffafa fak Flfafa fa FR^ BFTFR Ffa k BBTBFTfa Flfa 
fa RFT F^TF fa fa f#FlcT FTRF fa RFfa# k FBTFf fa 
BFTBFTfa FTfa k fafa fak fa 7FFT F1BTF k Ffa# fa fa 
3# F? fa fa 3fak kB BfarR fa Bfafa faFT FT faBfa 
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iwr ^tt tf&t itif tor RR «tt i wwft 3 

HC’ii'iii «u}. fW *7t "T^t 1w 

^niK«id^i Rrr ti spirit rRrtRff * 3' 
Imran: ^ ^jf7 77m ^ 37pR 3 tsrtt: 

f*R ^ <F£ % 3TRS7T fe wt' Ff 

•STT^, faVTW Mftfaqftvrt-q Tim ^ TR TTFTT RT TPTcTT f I 
^TWcT °4lts4l t Rf TlR yfaRdd 3lk TplrfTcT 
UHNK ^ TF*7«fr ^ ^qf RH 73*17 

ci-m! 15 *1 c i* <s K, 2006 ^ ^ Rt^RT 

3fk cblc^Hd <s(«H y<*>lRlci 'h<d TPfem <^<.41 S-hRim, 

tR t^R "R ^77 TR ^ fcrIT M'-ilkl TTPTTlt 
1 Rf 3rra«ff gRT *7KcT $ RTfa^R Wit ^ 

2( 1 )(*F) ^ '3*R«rf ^T f3TT ft 

3E -i^dM '^P-lim ^ iR'3^ 1? 

f^> “citai TH7T 3T«Z|€3 'gR \fn«t)l TFffi cT^TT ^T RcTT clOlil I> 
3^7 "SR ycfcRid fq>R T TR 3T?mT T[TJ cT^qj 77 ^ ^Icl 7>t WR 
f^T 77*71 TRm ^ 1^771 firR f=h*ll 1? ^ 

^(T 2 ^ ‘S’T-fo (1), (2) 37*731 (3) ^ SlfmK fa ^ 
3RFfd <Hldl 1? eft fW<11 dl^ t?Rl) 3 tR 77*71 3> tphihRi 3733T 
3T^ ^ ^77 7733 R Rrifa #TT #TT i” 

32. RR m R, ^cRtr rftr r m«it ^ro 

3rR I^T "W t 3^ WR*I RTMlt cWT *BK"ff "R 
'R? RFT «l«W R ~^\i Rift 1? cfRJd: 

15 w^rc, 2006 ^ ^ 

2 (I) (^) ^ 3FFfa frfe ^R fmi t, 

h <T<rdI§l RFRTRI 6 I ot idTR R ^TTRmRT^mRl 
^3I^T^37IWRTTRR1 fa R rfe THT ^ MU<\ RTR 
t, ^'15 2006 ^'R3R3R ^ ^TR7 ^! ^ % 

2 (1 ) Of) ^ 3WT Rrcffci -fa tor 11 ck^k, ^ 
hihc^ R RrRRm ^rt ^ 1 

33 . TR to, uMf ^rr i4^f rRf rh ^ TPm ^ 
^■R^FFI ^ ^ tcR fRTfSR fmr rrtt t 37 R 

fmr RTdi ^"Rf < 5*1 =hi rtr ft^r ^ mi ^ 1 

Red), ^./~ 

27 2008 Rtmm 3?eq^ f rNf trt 


[ RT. 77. 46/9/2007/^(^t) ] 
Rt. A 3TTR1R, FTSTTffm 

* NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 28th January. 2008 

S.O. 160(E).—The following Decision dated 27 
January, 2008 of the Speaker, Lok Sabha given under the 
Tenth Schedule to the Constitution of India is hereby 
notified: 

“In the matter of:— 

Shri Rajesh Verma, son of Shri K. P. Singh, Mcmlcr 
of Parliament and Leader of Bahujan Samaj Party, Lok Sabha, 
New Delhi resident of 14-C, Ferozshah Road, New Delhi; 

—Petitioner 


Shri Ramakant Yadav, Member of Parliament, (I>ok 
Sabha), New Delhi, resident of 2-A, Talkatora Road, New 
Delhi. —Respondent 

Order 

1. This is an application filed by Shri Rajesh Verma, 
Hon’ble Member of Lok Sabha against Shri Ramakant 
Yadav, MP of l^)k Sabha praying for a declation that the 
respondent Shri Ramakant Yadav has incurred 
disqualification under paragraph 2 (I) ( a) of the Tenth 
Schedule read with article 102 (2) [wrongly mentioned as 
article 191 (2)] of the Constitution of India and that his seat 
in Lok Sabha has fallen vacant with effect from 15 November 
2006. 

2. Shri Rajesh Verma is the Leader of Bahujan Samaj 
Party (BSP) in Lxrk Sabha and the respondent has been 
elected to the Parliament as a member of the BSP, which is 
a national political party, as recognized by the Election 
Commission of India. 

3. The Petition which was affirmed on 26 March 2007 
was filed in the office of the Ijok Sabha on 2 April 2007. On 
17 April 2007, a copy of the petition was forwarded to the 
respondent inviting his comments within seven days of 
the receipt of the petition as provided in the Members of 
Lok Sabha (Disqualification on ground of Defection) Rules 
1984 (hereinafter referred to as the Rules). The Respondent 
thereafter requested for extension of time, which was 
granted to him on two occasions and the respondent 
submitted his comments on the same by a letter dated 13 
July 2007. On 12 September 2007, the Petitioner filed a 
Rejoinder to the contentions of the respondent as 
contained in the said letter. 

4. On being satisfied, on the facts and circumstances 
of the case that it was necessary and expedient so to do, I 
referred the petition filed by Shri Rajesh Verma to the 
Committee of Privileges of Lok Sabha for making a 
preliminary enquiry as provided by Rule, 7 (4) of the said 
Rules. The Committee of Privileges after considering the 
matter and after hearing the evidence of both the petitioner 
as well as the respondent, duly submitted its report on 12 
November 2007 through its Chairman and thereafter the 
matter has been heard by me as the Speaker of Lok Sabha 
in terms of the provisions of the Tenth Schedule of the 
Constitution of India. 

5. It has been contended in the petition that in the 
general elections in the year 2004 for Lok Sabha, the 
respondent had contested the same on the ticket of Bahujan 
Samaj Party from Azamgarh constituency of Uttar Pradesh 
and was duly elected as a member. It is admitted that the 
name of the respondent is shown in the records of Lok 
Sabha as a member belonging to the Bahujan Samaj Party. 

6. According to the petitioner, the respondent was 
served with a show-cause notice by the National General 
Secretary of Bahujan Samaj Party on 3 November 2006 and 
the respondent was required to furnish explanation / reply 
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within seven days for some alleged act of the respondent 
against the policy of the party. A copy of the show-cause 
notice has been annexed to the petition. It has been further 
contended by the petitioner that subsequently on the 
direction of theNationaJ President of Bahujan Samaj Party, 
the respondent was suspended from the Party with effect 
from 13 November 2006. 

7. The main contention of the petitioner is that “in a 
meeting held on (sic) State Party Office at Lucknow in the 
presence of the General Secretary of Samajwadi Party and 
the Cabinet Minister of State of Uttar Pradesh Shri Shiv Pal 
Singh Yadav, the respondent along with another member 
of Parliament Shri Bhalehandra Yadav, after voluntarily 
giving up the membership ofBahujan Samajwadi Party, 
joined Samajwadi Party, another political party, on 15 
November 2006.” Photocopies of news-items to that effect 
with the photograph of the respondent with that of Shri 
Shiv Pal Singh Yadav, General Secretary of Samajwadi Party 
and a Cabinet Minister of Uttar Pradesh, as contended by 
the petitioner, were published in the daily Hindi newspaper 
Janasatta Express'dated 16. November 2006 and have been 
annexed to the petition. It has further been contended that 
the respondent, along with Shri Bhalehandra Yadav, MP, 
another MP of Lok Sabha. belonging to BSP, addressed a 
Press Conference on 15 November.2006 in the presence of 
the General Secretary of Samajwadi Party, Shri Shiv Pal 
Singh Yadav. Photostat copies of newspapers namely 
“Aaj” and “Rashtriya Sahara” have been annexed to the 
petition in support of the contention. It has been further 
alleged that in a Press Conference held on 15 November 
2006, the respondent after criticizing the National President 
of Bahujan Samajwadi Party and other prominent leaders 
voluntarily gave up the membership ofBahujan Samaj Party 
and joined Samajwadi Party in the presence of others. 
Copies of the newspapers “Swatantra Bharat”, “Amar 
Ujala”, “Hindustan”, “Dainik Jagran”, “United Bharat” all 
in Hindi and “Hindustan Times”, “Pioneer” , “Times of 
India” and “Indian Express” dated 16 September 2006 have 
been annexed to the petition. 

8 . According to the petitioner, the news-items were 
also covered by the electronic media by several channels, 
which according to the petitioner, clearly proved that the 
respondent had voluntarily given up the membership of 
Bahujan Samaj Party which is the original political party 
and had incurred disqualification to continue as a member 
of Lok Sabha on 15 November, 2006. On the basis of the 
averments made in the petition, the petitioner contended 
that the respondent has voluntarily given up the 
membership of Bahujan Samaj Party and hence he is liable 
to be disqualified as a Member of Parliament, Lok Sabha; 
New Delhi. 

9. As stated before, the Respondent did not file any , 
affidavit dealing specifically with the averments made in 
the petition, but only submitted a letter dated 13th July, 
2007 in reply to the petition filed against him in which he 
has contended, inter alia, that the allegation made against 
him that he has left BSP and has accepted the membership 
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of Samajwadi Party (SP) was incorrect and baseless and 
that he was still a member of the BSP and that he has 
always worked for the benefit of the Party. He has further 
stated that he has always followed the policies and 
programmes of his.party, BSP and will continue to do so 
and that he has neyer disobeyed the whip issued by the 
BSP. He has contended that, therefore, he has been a 
member of the BSP and still remains so. Earlier by a letter 
which was received in Lok Sabha on 21 May, 2007 by which 
the respondent asked for time to file his reply, he stated 
that the allegations made by the Petitioner against him 
about his leaving BSP was incorrect and baseless. In the 
said letter he has farther Said that he has been suspended 
from the BSP without any reason for which he was going 
to make representation to the Party. 

10. By his rejoinder statement, the petitioner 
contended that the statements made in the petition have 
not been denied by the respondent by making para-wise 
reply and that the allegations in the petition have not been 
“controverted” by the respondent and have to be taken as 
admitted. 

11. As mentioned before, I had referred the matter to 
the Privileges Committee for preliminary enquiry. The 
Committee gave full opportunity to the parties to make 
their respective cases and both the Petitioner and the 
Respondent gave their evidence before the Committee. 

12. During the hearing of the matter before the 
Committee of Privileges, the respondent stated that from 
the newspapers only he came to know that he has been 
suspended from th*e Party but no prior notice had been 
given to him and that he had received no other 
communication and that his seat in the House is along with 
the members of the BSP and that he had never defied the 
whip of the Party and that he had tried to meet Kumari 
Mayawati, the President of the BSP but he was not allowed 
to meet her and as a matter of fact he was not allowed to go 
inside. He further stated he had not attended any public 
meeting with Shri Shiv Pal Singh Yadav on 15th November, 
2006 and that he had a meeting with Shri Shiv Pal Singh 
Yadav only when the respondent was a member of the 
Samajwadi Party. When he was specifically asked by the 
Hon’ble Chairman of the Committee whether the 
respondent had attended any meeting on 15 November 
2006 at the headquarters of the Samajwadi Party, the 
respondent stated that he could not remember the same 
and that when he used to go to his constituency then he 
would meet die Chief Minister or the Governor or some 
other Minister if any body visited his constituency but on 
15th November 2006 he had not done so and that there was 
no talk for him to leave BSP nor he left the Party and though 
he was suspended, he still remained the member of the 
BSP. The respondent further said that he cannot say 
anything about what has been written in the newspapers 
but he was suspended as a member of BSP and that if any 
whip had been issued by BSP he has never violated the 
same. When his attention was drawn to the photograph 
published in the newspapers of him along with 
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Shri Bhalchandra Yadav and Shri Shiv Pal Singh Yadav, the 
respondent replied that the photograph may be of the period 
when he was in Samajwadi Party. Regarding the 
photographs which appeared in the newspapers he said 
he does not want to make any comment on the same. 
Regarding the photograph where his hand is shown to be 
raised along with others, the respondent replied that the 
photograph may be of the time when he was in Samajwadi 
Party. He reiterated that he was still a member of BSP and 
he has faith in the Party and he has not gone to any other 
Party. When he was specifically asked why he did not 
deny the report in the new spapers he said it is not proper 
to dispute the statement of Kumari Mayawati. He stated 
that he had gone to meet Kumari Mayawati about her 
decision but he was not allowed to meet her. He came back 
and remained quiet. He explained that he did not object to 
the newspaper reports as it w'as not proper to issue any 
statement after the decision of the leader and that it was 
prdper for him to keep quiet. When he was specifically 
asked that it was not a question of disputing the statement 
of his leader but about the publication in the newspaper, 
his answer was that it w'as not proper to dispute the 
statement of the leader. 

13. The Hon*ble Committee of Privileges by its 7th 
Report submitted on 12th November, 2007 has, inter alia, 
found that as many as 12 newspapers had reported that on 
15 November 2006 at a meeting held in the State Office of 
Samajwadi Party in Lucknow, the respondent in the 
presence of Shri Shiv Pal Yadav, the then Minister of Uttar 
Pradesh Government, voluntarily gave up the membership 
of Bahujan Samaj Party and joined Samajw-adi Party and 
later made an announcement at the Press Conference. The 
Committee further held that “though the respondent denied 
having attended the meeting or addressed an^ Press 
Conference, he could not explain why so many newspapers 
would carry news^reports and publish photographs oh 16th 
November, 2006 to the effect that he had joined Samajwadi 
Party.” 

14. As the Speaker, I gave opportunity to the Parties 
to appear before me for personal hearing which was held 
on 11 December 2007. The petitioner by way of proof in 
support of his allegations in the pet ition has referred only 
to newspaper reports, which, according to the petitioner, 
sufficiently proved the contentions made by the petitioner 
in his petition. 

15. The respondent during his submissions at the 
personal hearing before me stated, inter alia, that he had 
won elections on BSP ticket and even on the date of hearing 
was a member of the BSP family, he had neither defected 
from his Party nor he has made up his mind to join other 
Party. Further, he added, “the day my membership is revived, 

I will be the first person to hold the BSP flag aloft. I have 
not received any show cause notice. In the BSP meeting 
held in the Lucknow office on 12 and 13, which was 
convened by Kumari Mayawati I was present”. He further 
added that “there are reports that Behanji (Kumari 


Mayawati) is going to expel me from the Party.” About the 
reports appearing in the newspapers, the respondent stated 
that “I would like to say that before fourteenth Lok Sabha, 
I used to get elected to Lok Sabha as a candidate of the 
Samajwadi Party, I had not gone to the office nor I have 
any such intention.” He further stated, “irrespective of the 
Party in power, if any Minister or Chief Minister or Governor 
visits to lay foundation or inaugurate any programme for 
the development work in my constituency then as a 
Member of Parliament, I participate in the said programme 
because if some one is involved in development work in 
my constituency then it becomes my duty to honour him. 
There is no motive behind such participation and 1 do not 
want to add anything to it.” He said that “he was still a 
member of the BSP, he had faith in the party and the 
allegations based against him were baseless. Regarding 
he newspaper reports and photographs, the respondent 
answered that “newspaper reports are not always based 
on facts. Recently, during Uttar Pradesh Vidhan Sabha 
elections, the newspapers used to carry the photograph of 
someone else with my name.” He contended that “the press 
reports lacked credibility” and, that he had not violated 
any whip and “I have always followed the directions of 
Behanji (Kumari Mayawati).” He denied the press report 
that he with Shri Bhalchandra Yadav had joined Samajwadi 
Party along with two MLAs and stated that “he had not 
joined Samajwadi Party”. 

16. At the>end of the submission, I informed the 
parties that 1 had concluded the hearing and had given full 
opportunity to make their points. The respondent did not 
want any further opportunity to make any submissions. 

17. On 18th December, 2007, the lawyer for the 
petitioner filed written arguments in which he reiterated 
the submissions made during the personal hearipg in the 
matter. On 20 December 2007, a copy of the said written 
arguments submitted by the lawyer of the petitioner was 
forwarded to the respondent requesting him to furnish his 
comments, if any, on the same latest by 7th January, 2008 
so that the same may be considered. However, the 
respondent has not chosen to make any further submission 
in response to the said written arguments. 

18. After giving my anxious consideration to the case 
made out in the petition and the materials as produced by 
the petitioner as well as the reply given by the respondent 
by his letter as mentioned before and the submissions made 
during the personal hearing and all 'the facts and 
circumstances of the case, I am of the view that on 15th 
November, 2006 the respondent voluntarily gave up his 
membership of BSP to which he belonged at the time of his 
election to Fourteenth Lok Sabha. I now give my reasons 
for coming to the conclusion. 

19. In the case of Jagjit Singh v. State of Haryana & 
Ors. (2006) Supp. 10 SCC 521 the Supreme Court has been 
pleased to hold that the object of the Tenth Schedule is to 
discourage defection and the intention of the Parliament in 
enacting the same was to curb defection. 
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20. The Hon’ble Supreme Court has been pleased to 
explain the underlying object and purpose which the Tenth 
Schedule seeks to achieve, while delivering the judgment 
in the case of Kihota Hollohon v. Zachilhu & Ors. (AIR 
1993 SC 412) that “these provisions in the Tenth Schedule 
give recognition to the role of political parties in the political 
process. A political party goes before the electorate with a 
particular programme and it sets up candidates at the 
election on the basis of such programme. A person who 
gets elected as a candidate set up by a political party is so 
elected on the basis of the programme of that political party. 
The provisions cf paragraph 2(1X&) proceed on the premise 
that political propriety and morality demand that if such a 
person, after the election, changes his affiliation and leaves 
the political party which had set him up as a candidate at 
the election, then he should give up his membership of .the 
legislature and go bade before the electorate.” 

21* In its decision in the case of Dr. Mahachandra 
Prasad Singh v. Chairman, Bihar Legislative Council & Ors. 
(2004) 8 SCC 747, the Supreme Court has been pleased to 
observe that “the scrutiny of the provisions of sub-para 
.(2) would show that a member of a House belonging to 
any political party becomes disq ualifie d for being a member 
of the House if he does some positive act which may. be 
either voluntarily giving up his membership of the political 
party to which be belongs or voting or abstention 'from 
voting contrary to any direction issued by the political 
parly to which he belongs and in the case of an independent 
or nominated member on his joining a political party. On 
the plain language of paragraph 2, the disqualification 
comes into force or becomes effective on the happening of 
the event.” 

22. In the said decision of Dr. Mahachandra Prasad 
Singh v. Chairman, Bihar Legislative Council & Ors. (2004) 
8 SCC 747, the Supreme Court has been further pleased to 
observe that under the Tenth Schedule, “the final authority 
to take a decision on the question of disqualification of a 
member of the House vests with the Chairman or the Speaker 
of the House. It is to be noted that the Tenth Schedule 
does not confer any discretion on the Chairman or Speaker 
of the House. Their role is only in the domain of ascer taining 
the relevant facts. Once the facts gathered or placed show 
that a Member of the House has done any such act which 
comes within the purview of sub-paragraph (l),(2)or (3)of 
paragraph 2 of the Tenth Schedule, the disqualification 
will apply and the Chairman or the Speaker of the House 
will have to make a decision to that effect”. 

23. In view of such authoritative pronouncements 
by the Hon’ble Supreme C?ourt while deciding the petition 
in which the allegation is of the Violation of the paragraph 
2(lXa) of the Tenth Schedule, the role of the Speaker, as 
the designated authority, is only in the domain of 
ascertaining the facts and once the facts are gathered or 
placed to show some action, express or implied within .the 
meaning of paragraph 2 (1) (a) Of the Tenth Scheduled, the 
Speaker of the House will have to make a decision to that 
effect and will have no discretion in the matter. 


24. The contention of the petitioner as stated before 
is that the respondent stands disqualified on the ground 
Of defection as mentioned in paragraph 2(lXa) of the Tenth 
Schedule, namely, that he “has voluntarily given up his 
membership ofsuch political party.” 

25. The scope and ambit of paragraph 2(lXa)of the 
Tenth Scheduled has been construed by the Hon^ble 
Supreme Court and In the case of Ravi S. Naik v. Union of 


observed as follows: “the words'voluntarily given i 
membership’ are hot synonymous with ‘resignation* arid 
have a wider connotation. A person may voluntarily give 


not 

party. Even in the absence of a formal resignation from 
membership an inference can be drawn from the conduct 
ofa member (hat he has voluntarily given op hismembeirship 
ofthe political party to which he belongs ” baits decision 
in G. Viswanslhan vs. Speaker, Tamil Nadu Legislative 
Assembly 1996 (2) SCC 353, the Hon’ble Supreme Court 
was ptefed to observe that feet of voluntarily giving 

up the membership of the political party may be either 


26. As ttto role of the Speaker is only in the domain of 
ascertaining the relevant facts, as has been held by the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court, it now remains for me to decide 
whether expressly or by implication the respondent has 


namely, the BSP. In the case of Dr. Mahachandra Prasad 
Singh, as mentioned before, the Hon’ble Supreme Court in 
its judgment has been pleated to hold “that the jpt|i?>c^of 
Rules 6 and 7 ofthe said fcujes is only this much that the 
necessary facts on account of which, the Member of the 
House becomes disqualified for being a Mviuber <of the 
House under paragraph 2, may be brought tq the notice of 
the Chairman or Speairert tlv; case may be v TteSuprenK 
Court has been fqljKfr pleased[to hold that “there is po/is 
between the parson moving the petition and the member of 
the House, wboisalkged to have inewred a disqualification. 
It is not an adversaral kind of litigation where he maybe 
required to lead evidence. Even if be withdraws the petition, 
it will make no inference a? duty is cast upon the Chairman 


provision, viz. the Tenth Schedule.” 

27. The Petitioner in support of his contention has 
referred only to the reports published in large number rtf 
newspapers on 16 November, 2006 about the events 
mentioned in the petition, Th* Petitioner b&s not given any 
dirept evidence asto the presence b^poddem ih 


the Samajwsdi Party on 15 Hovember/2iEj66. It has been 
held by the .Hon’ble Supreme CoUrt'in Balakri^hana v. 
George Fernandes (AIR 1969 SC 1201) that “like any other 
evidence, a news report does not prove itgglf and without 
such proof it only offers $. ef $en?e, 

newspaper 



20 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Past II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


hold that “from circumstantial evidence an inference can 
he drawn about happening of such events and about the 
truth of the contents of newspaper reports. Of course, the 
circumstances must be such that will not admit of any other 
explanation.” 

28. It is significant to note that when specific 
allegations have been made in the petition regarding the 
meeting of Sam aj wadi Party attended by the Respondent 
and that the respondent had joined Samajwadi Party and 
declared joining the Samajwadi Parly at a Press Conference 
on that date, there is no specific denial, rather no denial, of 
the specific averments made inihe petition. As a matter of 
fact, the respondent has only, in reply to the petition, 
submitted a letter in which a general denial has been made 
to the effect that the allegations are baseless. Inference 
can reasonably be drawn that the respondent by only 
making a vague denial has in fact admitted the statements 
made in the petition. If the newspapers reports were 
incorrect it was expected of the Respondent that atleast he 
will specifically deny his presence in the meeting held on 
15 November, 2006 or his addressing the Press Conference. 
When he was asked whether he attended any public meeting 
with Shri Shiv Pal Singh Yadav on 15 November, 2006 at 
Samajwadi Party headquarters in Lucknow, the respondent 
replied “I did not attend any meeting, I did not go there. I 
do not recollect it.” When the respondent’s attention was 
drawn towards the photographs published in newspapers 
with Shri Shiv Pal Singh Yadav, the respondent replied, “I 
do not want to make any comment on this. 1 was earlier in 
Samajwadi Party; may be these photographs are of that 
time. These may be old or fake.” The Committee came to 
the conclusion that the respondent could not give any 
reason as to why would so many newspapers purposefully 
misrepresent facts with regard to State meeting of Samajwadi 
Party at Lucknow on 15 November, 2006 wrongly reporting 
that the member had given up the membership of BSP and 
joined SP and announced the same at a Press Conference 
and that the respondent admitted that - he did not issue 
any clarification about the news reports from his party 
about his suspension from the party and he could not 
explain why so many newspapers would carry news reports 
and publish his photograph on the same day i.c. on 16 
November, 2006 to the effect that he has joined Samajwadi ■ 
Party. In view of the nature of the stand taken by respondent 
both in his reply, as made in, his letter, as mentioned before 
and the evidence produced before in the hearing before the 
Privileges Committee and in the personal hearing before me, 

I have no hesitation in holding that the absence of specific 
denial of the matter amounts to admission by the respondent 
of the charge made against him. 

29. It is true that the only evidence referred to or 
relied on by the petitioner is contained in the newspaper 
reports and the photographs published in such reports. 
The petitioner has relied on numerous newspapers, both in 
English and Hindi. In fact, well-known newspapers like 
Janasatta, Aaj, “Rashtriya Sahara”, Hindustan, Dainik Jagran, 
Swatanlra Bharat, Amar Ujala, United Bharat all in Hindi as 


well as Hindustan Times, Pioneer, Times of India and Indian 
Express dated 16 November, 2006, categorically reported 
the events that took place on 15 November, 2006 at the 
meeting held in the office of the Samajwadi Party and Press 
Conference held on that date. It has been mentioned in the 
report of the Privileges Committee that there is no reason 
why all the newspapers should publish something wrongly 
and if they were wrong then it was expected that at least 
respondent would forthwith deny the same. But no step 
was taken to issue any denial and on the other hand the 
stand taken by the respondent both before the Privileges 
Committee and before me clearly demonstrates that the 
respondent has no answer to make, which proves his 
participation in the meeting and the Press Conference. On 
the perusal of the facts, it appears that the respondent had 
been suspended by his Party BSP earlier and that he could 
not even get an audience before the President of the Party. 
Obviously, he felt isolated in the Party and one can 
reasonably conclude that in the circumstance the 
respondent found that his position was totally uncertain 
in the BSP and he was unsure of his future. In these 
circumstances, it is quite likely that the respondent would 
think of alternative association with some other party or 
parties to carry on his political activities and he chose to 
align himself with Samajwadi Party, with which he was earlier 
associated, as appears from the materials on record. 

30. In a democracy like ours, the Press plays a very 
vital role, specially in disseminating information regarding 
different political parties and persons in public life, as the 
MPs are. In our country, there is complete freedom of Press 
and in matteas of political events, it is expected that reports 
about political events would be factual. Specially in this 
case all the leading newspapers of the country published 
from Uttar Pradesh did in fact report about the respondent 
joining Samajwadi Party in the presence of one of their 
main leaders, Shri Shiv Pal Yadav and that he also addressed 
the Press Conference, the subject of which was not 
indicated by the respondent. The respondent never 
disclosed his version about the happenings and the events 
of that day. Ordinarily, in my view in a democratic set up 
like ours, the newspaper reports though not strictly proved 
as per the law of evidence, can be taken as providing reliable 
circumstantial evidence, unless proved otherwise.' There 
is no explanation why so many newspapers of great 
reputation and which arc well established, should 
deliberately concoct the report against the respondent or 
why they should conspire to publish false and imaginary 
reports about the events of 15 November, 2006. Therefore, 
in my opinion, there are more than sufficient materials to 
come to a finding in the matter about the respondent 
violating the provisions of paragraph 2(l)(a) of the Tenth 
Schedule to the Constitution of India. 

31 As already been held by the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court that “the role of the Speaker is in the domain of 
ascertaining the relevant facts and once the facts gathered 
or placed show that a member of the House has done any 
such act which comes within the purview of sub-paragraphs 
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(1), (2) or (3) of paragraph 2 of (Ire Tenth Schedule, the 
disqualification will apply and the C hairman or the Speaker 
of the House will have to make a decision to that effect”. 

32. In my opinion, really no answer has been provided 
by the respondent in the present case and on the available 
materials and for the rasons aforesaid, I have no hesitation 
in holding that the respondent in fact has incurred 
disqualification under paragraph 2 (1) (a) of the Tenth 
Schedule by reason of the events which took place on 
15th November 2006, as mentioned in the petition. In the 
premises, I hold that Shri Ramakant Yadav, an elected 
Member of Lx* Sabha from Azamgarh constituency of Uttar 
Pradesh has incurred disqualification under paragraph 2 
(1) (a) of the Tenth Schedule and by the reason of the 
events of 15th November 2006. I decide the matter 
accordingly. 

33. Thus the respondent stands disqualified for 
continuing as a member of the 14th Lok Sabha and it is 
declared that his seat has fallen vacant. 

New Delhi sd/ 

Dated the 27th January, SOMNATH CHATTERJEE, 

2008 . Speaker, Lok Sabha • 


' [F. No. 46/10/2007yT(B>] 
P. D. T. ACHARY, Secy. General 

sjfeqqnr 

1 ##, 28 2008 

w.w. i6i( 3i X-#q> -m c*>t #vfam 

# qq# 3*3^ ^ ##1 27 2008 # f#r 

Wti fqfq?qq q^SKI fqqi qmn t:- 

# TT%T qqf ^ # #. #. fRf, W&q %T, 

W31 q^f, #qr TPRT, q£ fqqRT W : 14-#, 

fe'lkw M f## q|# 

«HIH 

# RTctH** Wq w&q (#q> *pqT), q£ 

fnm P1H : 175, qfjf## q?qqf 

# qrra# if 

3?#PT : 

1. qs sn^qq # x#?r qqf, hh4)4 'w&n #qr itr 

SRi # qrqq, qqiq, #?r -r^t ^ 

f^FRTT wn 1 Mflf q$ #qtrn q# qft UT#n # t % 
3irq# # qiqq qRq ^qfqvrq^ 102 (2) 

[1^3T3^q 191(2) #^^qR?rqfof?rt^iTqqrt] # 
Rnqqfarqg# 3*33##'fa 2(1) (q?) 
qq $qfa#q*: w4f «Rq>r?qTq 15 2006 ^ ftqq 

irmt i 

2. # T#7T qqf #q> RTOT if RTORT wf 

3 Rq# q.Kqi..# W # Ifafqq 


31#W m. WlFRI 3JTR qq? <MH)Pdth qd t, # 

w # ^ if #q? Rmr # ten? MPici ^ 1 1 

3. ^ # 26 W$, 2007 # 3|fqg«2 ^ #, 

#q? qqr qsrafm 4f 2 2007 # qrai qft #i 

17 2007 # W qifqq>l qft 31%, far far dk U*ri 

qftqrN # 3TiqR f^dl) fWT, 1984 
1^*tH # ^ dtWtfoW) "4 ‘flqq %, UlPd # Rlld 

# 'STcu# 'feRf^iqf urq q# # Rm 3ffqqf # a#fu<T 

I dull'd, 

~m ”3^ ^ 3iq#lE ttc im qsrqr qqi it«it wmt 3^ 

qrt "4' Tjqr 4## 

rtoi qqqfaq 4f 12 2007 # 3rpq ^ 112 fad*«, 

2007 # qr# 4 qrq# Rt><< qq qi#, ^ar ■3^1 

if ^rr qqi sn, qn vc^th qiqr ^qr 1 

4. qrq^ # CT«# zfc qRfwRiqY #4 qi ^ 

4rTT qjRT 3rmqq> #1 qR4 qqf lRI 

qrqi qr^qq # qwfqqr "^N ^ 1q? Iqqq # fn^n 

7 (4) ~4 t, qqr ^ ^N i fa«hK #qfo # w 

tqqr 1 fq#nfqqjR qfqfw 4 w qiq^ qi f^qR 
q# #1 qr# qqr qmf qNf # qr^qf # # qj^ 

qqiqfq # qr«qq # 12 wqi, 2007 # smt Mi 

## # t q^Rpq, qiR # # qii# ai^j# # 

qiwff # # #q7 qqr ai«q^ ^ 4f qq# 

# t 1 

5. qrfqqn if q?- ww t fq> q?q# % M 2004 # 

qqr anq ^rraf ^tr ##q 8# 

^ q^5R qqrq # f#^: q* «tt qqr 

# ^q 4 q?r "4 fqqffqq ^ i q^ q=0=hK fqrqr qnwr % ftr 

qqr # 4f q?q# qq qiq qfjR wsr q# # 
w # q^f ^ i 

6. qr^^ST^q^qq W3Tq##q^q q?Rlfqq 
"5RT 13 f#Rsrc, 2006 # qfq# # q5K"T qm# qlfeR q# 
f^qqTqrwqT^#qtfq#fi3Rfq>qcq##^»#^cq 

# Rfqq ^ q?q# ^R1RM "Mf # #cR Rq#qiW<JrR f#T 

"*tHi «ni q>K u l «tcu3Tl nlfeti # 3# qiPqqu #Hiq #rlH 

#q^t i qr^^q^ #q^qqrt%q|qqRiqT3iqRf 

# <i^lq aitq^r ^ f#9T qi qcq# # 21 tqd*«t<, 2006 ^ 

q# ^4 fqcff# qR f#r qqr i . 

7. ^q ^ qi# qq q^ qj^qr ^ ’fe' 4, crsR^ # 
tpq q# qqqfRq 4f qqm# qrsf # qgRifqq qqr qqi 
q^q HRtMdd ^ #ftiqqiR'fti?qTqqq)t '3qfiqfq 

if q<q# qqr qqr srt rrt^ -qqiq # 

Rqrqnqi qiqq ^ ^ q^qq RRTRqi^ #’qqiqqr 

qR 15 qq*qi, 2006 qrt "Rqiqq# qisf # q«s qr^r qq^fqqi 
qd i, # wqm qR # #1” #ni -4', Rmrqq# 
q# # q?rafqq # friwd 1% qm qqr ^r q^i 
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Nfrfed 4 wm 41 4 jm 414 ^r«n fh 4 Rqftra 

HHNK 4 fqqpF 16 WRl, 2006 4 44 HHNK RF 

q<HfllR 4 yMiiftld *>q « 1 , qff 44 qftqf ^Vi'-l qft 
q4 $ 4kri 14 mhI 4 firt 14mi i? i fr4 3tt 4 qF qrFT qqi 
$ 14 nrM«fl 4 Q^> '?T*rT "4 +HHl'3i c (i c 0 Midi 4 qqr 
spq rtrf 41 qiqq 4 hem q41 4 

qeiRfaq 41 Iwttct 1 m qiqq 41 34 r4f 4 is wni, 
2006 41 qq> ■HqiMMWI TF^rR qrt 44143 14 Ml I FR Fl4 
4 RR*fa 4 u 3m" 3«1T "‘TT^fni WKT" UHMK % 41 
Mitel jiM qifqqi 4 qre wi q4 q? 11 fr 4 artf ^ 
smto cFIRT TO t ft) 15 33*31, 2006 41 snqtfsiq 
RNIFFIcfl Tf4cT 3 4 3Tr^«ff ?RT qf3H RHM3I<0 3!3f 4 
wf 3T*q$T qen sqq stcpjtI 41 f%T qrl qf 
3RT 3% RTRiq 3P3 efrnf 41 3qftqf3 4' 4 R%?T 3 
H^HMI^ T TT3f q4 tiSt-Hai r^FT qfl *HHiqqi<0 MRf 4 
? lift el Ft qq I 1Vn4 16 IRIPRI, 2006 4 iF’Fl ^hcmk 

q4, ‘iqqq w',‘3RR33 mt\ 

1 331 *% Rim* 3«q 4M khnk to’, Ts^rih 3t?*r', 

* mMlftM<\ '3TFRT aifqr Ffro’ qqr ‘Ffror 41 

hIgmi qrfTOT 4 rtn R3F3 qfl *4 t’ I 

8. qr4 4 R^ITR, FR RHMK 4t ^q^rfro Tflf^TT 
5KT 31% 4%f 4 RTeqq 4 41 qT31 f43T qqi «n f^RT^, 
qr41 4 ^«k, qF fto f 1 qqr 14 q?q4f %^5R qqraqTFt 
FT#, 41 % TF3Ht%^ wf "t, Ih^E^cii ^ 

■§% t sffc ^F 15 2006 cFT TPH ^5T 

TR3 3 ! <5^ ^ 1^ fa<^ "Ft t RT I qif%T "4 fchM, 

3if%«nK ^ 3miR tr, 4 ^jft f^r q?q*ff 4 ^pt 

«*ii'»iqi < (l qi^f "qf! TIFTFcTT ^ 3R; c4qi 

TTRT q»t WqFT ^ ^ qtfqF f^TT W TtTRT t I 

9« '^I'Ki <h^ , wk, 4 ■3Tf«i) 1^16>5 qTf%T 

^ "StR 4f i?q» qq FFR ^4 qvSRtFIT q4f ?m qq 
w%f tqrqi f^ra4' 3 ri qrqf ^ qr«i-Tn«T ^i4 q?Fi t % 
"3^ 21 ■ftfcFcqr, 2006 q^5R WTqqKt wf g^RT fTelfqcT 
%q\ 'Ri <hV "mf % tq^fqq ^4 ^ «t>K u i-qqT34 

T iUe« qirtt ter trtt, fqr q^R ■qizf 4t 

qqt qj^ c^rn-qq f^n f sffc q Ft ■htr q|qq wwl 
qi^f^ti sik%3^4q»^ft fq^ftTr4qqiqrnqqq> 4tqr 
q^R ^RTFq wf ^ 14%f qfr 3 R^T FfT qft 3^ qF % 

# qqf qft qrf%r "4 3% f%5r wtr qq; qqt airdq 

Prink 4 3?k 3 r sitor qr qcq«ff 4 qrf%r ^rftq %r 
qn 4 q»t 3 iT«fqT *ft i 3 nr 4 qrqrat qrqq 4 , qrqt 4 q>FT 
% xcH^ff 4 4 q-qR qjqiq 44 irq qifqqq 4 fqq qq <+>^41 
4 %’ fqrqr t 3^ qf qifqqn ^ &\M qn 

qpfq4f srt “tqqq" %’ fq^T qqr t sr: v41^q qnr 
qnRi3n4qF3ikqjFTqqTtfqi q?q4f q4 21 

2006 4 qqrq 4 f%fqq fq^n qqr qr 4h qnqq-qqT34 
4^ 1%4q 3ii% qiftci q^4 4 ff4 13 Rtt^r, 2006 q4 
qn4 %qr qqr *n 1 


10. ^jqfaq 44 fr rr 4 q4 qmf% 'qiq 4 

t^ni Mqifaqrc #t 4 rir4 w rt i rMt 4 3tht-3rrt 
q^i rtr 4 qaq 4 44’ qyr q4 qq arqiR fqqr mi41 

qqr qcqqf 44 4 qfqfq 4 qqq -qq4 Ri^q tqq 1 

11. fq4qrf%R qfqfq 4 : qqy 4 4 qq 
qrqqf 4 qqiqr 14 34 qqiqR q4t 4 qqr qqn 14 34 3qq4 
qr4 4 f44fqq qR 14n qqT t 44 3 r 4 q.q.qr. 3i«qy, 
^rt4 himimcO 4 fqqR qq to 14qr 4f4q fqqr rfI' qqq 

t 

qrrftq qqrrlq qqr qfqfq 4 3pq rtp4 srt tor q4r 
4 ^4 R44F qn 3 % ^ri ^4f3 ffT 14q qq4 4 q4 4 
3Rqn EqR 3U<*f4d 14q w4 RC 3Rqqf 4 w 14 3 r4 
“i#r FRl4q % f4qr t44 4^t ^ 41 y+iRid %' 
f 3q 8U 4R ^jfq ^5 41 rfI f4qi qqT qr 4 4 44 

TsTFT qRdT I ” ^rq 3Rqq KRR HHdlM RREtIf ?RT FR 44 

ferqi qqi f4 11 hhmk r4 4 3r4 ^rt 43qT 4 qm44 
4k qi4f 4 'qrfRRT ft 4 q4 3jqqr wfqq q4 41,4 3 r 4 
3q fqfkf q4 qq4 4 rtf 3ttt Titeq qqi ffI f4qr, 4 
Rcqqf 4 3 Rt 4 w 4 q^FT f4 “44 FRfeRT F^T WT 3Fl 
f4qr qqff4 3^4' 4 ht ^ rfI ?ir" 4f4q fr4 rtf 3r 4 
qF 41 q?FT 14 “qfq 4 rt ^ rhmk qqf 4 yqifvid f4t, 
4 4 3qqq Tqsq qRm frIttr 41 yqif^id %' 
^3ir qr 4 4 44 3qqq iR qRFi i ” qqrfq SRqqf 4 
w1«m< 14qr 14 44 4i4m 4 f4qq‘ 43q7 4 34 Frn 
3BTq R^imi qqr t 4k 3 r 4 qqr 14 “fr^f frt 
3rfqqrq t qqff4 ■rirftcT: qqqlfqqr q#' 41 ^rrrt 41 
FRqrfkq ^c4 4 q?^ qqr Riq ftr 33iq qn4 t kTRqrr 
frm4 f4t t f4 fr qqr f i 4f4q % Fqqq qqr qwt 
t?” fr 4 33i 4 q?qqf 4 ^ft fqr “ft qqr 44knqr ti ” 
qcqqt qqF R1 FqtqrR tqrqr 14 q RtqRMt qq tqnfl qqqr 
4 qm 3Ff 44 4” 3 ^ft4 3tt 4 qrFT 14 “qlq 4 q4 %' 

^cT( 4 141414q qqrR 4qq4 414sqr 4 qm 4 Rqr?n 
\ i” qiq 4 qqr kr^iv q?q 4 3 tR 4 3414 qrFi 14 
“qqrqRqq q?ra 44 f1 r^tfi t”, 4k “41 Rqrrr i % 
qfqrqqiciT n*4dH 4 3dMir4d f4qi qqr f 1 3ik rfi 
qqqrrk' 4 414 4 faqr f1 i ” 

12. RFFftq krfknfqqrR Rfqkr 4 84 k44 4 

3pq qrat 4 rtr-rtr qF qrqr 114 12 qqiqroiql’ 4 qF 
rrrr qqrima tqrqr «tt 14 qqraqiql wl 4 «wiq qiMwM 
eRsId* 4 15 WRl, 2006 4l 3Rqfe 4sqr 4 331 31% 
RiqjR 4 3<qTI#3 44 4 %q w qiqq 41344^14 4 3Rq4 
3 q^qq qRRiqRj FIST 41 R<fMd] qq Tq^l R 3TFT qricT ^ 
hhncikI qi41 41 ~mm rfr 41 4 4i rif 4 rtk^tt 
q4cTT 4 fr41 4w 41 4 i Rfqfd 4 3n4 4 ft 14 “q?ifq 

TF%q qrt 44f4r qri4 qr qfq4 4sqr 4 vnfHcT fan 
t, f4i 4 rf qF Rre % qr qrq f4 ft4 rmnk r 4 4 3% 
qqrqqi4 rt 4 4 rnrikcT 44 qrr Rqraii 4li qrkfeii4 16 qq*Ni, 
2006 41 qqi M+lf^ld 14qT «H T 
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13. 3PR«^*R444n3ff^t 12 fafR*, 2007 4ft 

TOtfaa ^ fan arcft tot -grafTO 4t4 to 

3R*Rfan i 4i4t 4 nifTO 4 3^4^44*4^43 4 tort 
^ cfk ^ ^ei m&ii to 3ft faM to Bc^r fam 4 # 

*n4t ^ 3 ^k 4ifqq>i 4 4t *4 ^ft#' nft mhiP«w TOtft *4 
fanTOfaf i 4t thtot toi£ ^ 4lro 3i4t 4 mfaTOfa 

TO3 4t 'fAc'Uii'fi 3R^T fan fa?r?4, 7fl4t sft TO ftTO3T 

TOT 4 % xcqql 4 4TO *4 3TR TO*T 9ft <HI=hl^ 31TO 3?k 
imm^f ^ 3 ^?t 4» nt fanroft ^ to ft*r 

4ft 44tfar fanr «rr fas4 “'atVh'T, “tort" 4fc “tost 
TO> ” ^4ft faftH $<A44lfah Hlfe^l ^ WfWIcn ^tftsfcl 4 
sta to to> fan % ^r stto ^ tot 4 4 to 4 3ft 13334 

T5T ^TOfan 7J$ TO §<r)«?$)pi<f> ^dcnT 3> nfcjftf^qT 3ft 

3tfaft faiRq Mfr^a «tnft 3>fan. ’lull'll 3T%n 4fa3 ^iq4 
44ft to wz fam fa nr4t 3fn 3i4 4t to ^rnft TOfartn 
^ft TOTOT 3R *T3kTT 4 4fc 3TTO 3ft ^4 ^enft 3ft 3ft^ 
3n3TO3>m 3*f 4 i 

14. 4t tot wm 73334 sft 4fci3 jnroff 4 to 3raf 
^ TOT*? fftH3^ nro- 

“ <*n«tim aft (n37 3TR Millie 4fl«9 fafa ftsRTm 4t 

vit torF 3i snftro niHsid tor tot 4) 4fc 4 f?miR 
aft 4 f7TcT% 3TT^ 4 Hlfe^l ^ #3 5 $ TO 

^ 3lt 4 33T SfTOfa cRTT 74 f | FRt W 4>lc0m^> 
t» ^ '^Wuiw ^ ^ Wl 'S^kTT 11" ^ f^W ^f 

^ ■’jsi l^r ^ f^t tt^ TFtHto? ^ 3nFMt ^ t 
^ jffqsff A ^ t^n, *‘^iV ^thctt \ Tif^pn ^ 
fHddV^cft i TR^RI \ 

i» ^rm^ fir 3rpft ^#j 
3 3fc*T«f? ^ 3n»t w f^», ^ W1 ^Bflf fan”, 3lk 

9ft ftl a RTeT "nr^ ^71 4><tl ^'3 7 ?t^ "nv?! fa, 

^3fk^f^f¥l^ «n I *^T ^B7 

«n q?t sri ^ 3 f ^m 5 ft 

^ w ^rranr \^\ wf ^ 11” ^ ^ ^ ^ 
fa «R1 3^TA «*n^qi<{l wf ^ lR8fa ^f ^ppjj tfaqfT «fl, 
3f?^T*ff ^ ^>?T, ” •let litSfaf, :f?T t 1l<iq)qi'Sl1 ^ «RI '5Hp k <d 2?h” 
cTcnmTct ^ ^kR fHHfdftgd f3TT : 

M 3fsq^ 7f?faq : xp^t 4 <m w id faarl ^ 
t i 

9ft W : -fa WI ^ fan I w 4ft 

ntet 114f ^4 ? raiK ^rt ^fa 7R ^(t ^ $ 1 7|5 

4ft vA<il ^ i ^ Hfdeb^rsft 'ft 

Tf^faf : faarnt 4 t® t fa sir ^3i 
^ f i 

^t *ncrH'*RI^ : Riff "*??faf I .51 

4t 4 ann4 facRT ^4 3infa 4r ^n ^»4 4t«n-Tir^ 

3fR*ft \ \ 4 ^wAlfd 4.^ 3 iht i%m «n i" 


15. ^Pf4^^ a4r4443i^4fa4^^4'^fT 

«n fa ^nr 4 sn4 sfc ^itm 4 Hi ^ fait 

fa, **4 3n4 ■sftt *i^T q>b T « qipdi ^ i ^4 ^iiwi 
PM n 4^nAnr i” Ri4t 4 4t w *n fa 3=4 

WT ^ I 

16. 18falR*, 2007^t7jT^t^q^tR4^|fafr^|? 
faH 4 fii'iA’ <stAA RPct ^4 oqfaiqa ^jiqi^ «4 ^CPI 

far T^pRf nA %tRT I 20 fal*3R, 2007 Rl4t ^ 

snr fan nn fafan cfaf spt uRiRifM n^reff ^t Ff 
3f^dn ^ urn 4fai ^ft ^rf fa ^r 4 ^fat fanffaif, 
^ ?f, nt 7 ^rmft, 2008 nn> iRgn nt "ann mfa ^ n 
fa^R faRT ffa .i n«nfa-RR«ff 4 faffar cfaf ■% 44n 4 
4k*^ nff fan 4 i 

17 . ^nfasr 4 % fan 'Tn T nn4, Ri4t ?hj n^jn 
nRRf 4k iiRsff sro n4-'4rdfan nw 4 fa* "nn *3xR n4 
^faiMd ^wnf ^ 4kR fa? *m nsRr®*irn«n ttft 4 ^ fs4t 
n«4f n4 MRfajRi^if n^ 44km 4 fanre m?^4 
4ir> 4 m: nfgr ^fa nR«ff 4 ^sr trrt mzf, fa^fa 
3f«fa 4k^4f cffaTpm 4 '<iH"q>i faifan ^snr «n, nft 

15 W^,2006^t^^T4^FT4t«ft i 3R4wfan>4 
7R n§qA ^ qiK«i qdMl l£ 1 

18. '^afa^^RR^fan^7n^nn3!R(2006) 

375 . 10 ns 4t 4t 521 * ^ 7fm4 4 <j^«h rrw^i 4 rit 
nm 4 fa n^ 3T^j4t nn ^4^ ^t fnt?wfar 
tot t n*n ^4 arfafarffa ^rt4 ^ 44 4?m ' 3 ^r 

^t faffar q><-ii «n i 

19. •iii'Am RRM^ 4 ‘fasfa utrr#2t*l ^fR 
T!i 3TR (T^3nf.3TR 1993 n^ 4t ,412) 1 4 fa»Nl 

^ni# sn 313^4 4 fnfai *4?n n4 ifam^t^iraRn 
W 4 fa “wff 3?3g4t ^ tor TRRtfa^ nfanr 
4 TTSpftfcRT TOf ^Ft ’JpRTT nFRi 44 4 i 4t 

TRRtffRj n^T n^ <sli*i q>i4w>M ^ ^n*T 7RR1CTT ^ 'IW 'alien 
4(Wir snpfan ^ sum n it 4 md 
r 4 «h<di 4 1 (V41 <i'jid)Riq) nR skt "04 fan ^ 3®nn^K 
^ ^n 4 Mfan «nfar w nro w wrtfaF nR ^ 
qfrfon ^ gfro ^ fan f fa n 4fa 4 i%2a)(4»)4?4l 
3nt?R n? n? nfann fan? tri 4 fa Ti^ftfan H«ifa n4 
4fcrfanr n4 *if*j 7 ^ 4 fa ^if4 fafanr ^4 4 r ^ ®ifai 

3mft 45RKTT 44e1dl 4 a4c ^4N 4 tq4 nA - 3*4tn^R ^ 

4 ocii<A O'tf’flfcW) nR n4 Wtsm 4 nt "34 fajR4sR 

4>t tiwai RFT 44 Rlfa? ^ Hd4MI ^ 4Rf RTO TOT 

Rifan i” 

I 

20. -RRTeR 4 *-51 TOK ffa TOR 

W#, 1^ faro ^fann4 ( 2004 ) 8 n^T 4t 4t 747 * 

^ TOf4 4 faroft n>t 4 fa to-4^t ( 2 ) ^ jiRtintfat 
4 m tot 45Jcn 4 fa fa4t 4t to to fa4t 4t mentor 
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^cl "ft T77 WT THdFl wt <$*} # PrR Pk^ 

# '^STTcTT ^ W? Wtif Plfadel d>l4 dRell 1? P»W*T 3PR 
<i'S|*ilRi«t> RrT Wt •Hd^'deii wt iA ^i ^4di tsl'S'lf W 3T# 

<.1^41 Rl«h SRI Wft P*># Pi 4^ R PlH-Ofl HcI’aI’I dHdl W 

■ReTWB # 3 ^mR*1<1 T&W cT«rr faFRt Ftefq W Btfael WFT # 
1R# ■tf BWtT WHtftiW dd Wt W!T WF WFIT 
TnfiTeT 11 #! 2 wt we m\ # mm r wi ww # 
if# R Pu4eii cR^lfteTt ■§ R THi 4) ift Weft i? l 

21 . W. Raid’d i-HHId fw ddR TT^tl mTcI , fa$K fWJH Mp'1^ 

T# <m (2004 ) 8 Rl #. #. 747 1F7# # 3H§*d PMq # 
4 -c^w-h WMlcrld ^IR? 4t td LL l u ff Rt "flR dTHdl 37ePieT 

“WT# Plrtl) Ud+d Rt pK^cll R R Rl| fa u fa e# RT 37pR 
37faRKW#RRqrR37^#f%eT#eTTi I W WH f^R 
W^ fR d^idt 37RJ# <H^H(hPi R RFT °ft 3?SRfl wt =bU 
fa^RlfaRR TTdH iff R#t f I RTRt *#7RT RR5 cT^ff RT 
RIT ?R# # S# elR# RttFcT Weft f I TtfaleT 3?W1 

SFJeT cT«qf # RTT Wt #feWTt^ fR# FRR # ^ 
#E7T R# %R f W T^pff 3FjdJ#t # #T 2 # W#T ( 1 ), 
(2) R (3) ^ R# "4* ’3TRTT l>, tidP-IeT 77R 3 ? pK^.lft 'dm.Mi 
s# W# R 37WS7 Rt R7 MR RT PMi #77 WR l” 

22. RT# 3FJ7J# # #1 2(1 )(R) # ■ic'dMd # 

3tm w# wf^wr 4 'PM^r^ tm rfrPi 3^dH 
-MNH4 ?RI T W1^ ^Srf^^K^ui P u t4l' ^ <j!W‘ia wfwfwi 
WPlWRt ^ ‘F t r ^ wt ctsw WT TTI WWW 

^ 3^ T^7 sTR "Hp^ cT^ 4 W tstid ^ ^fl®fl ^5^ 

^ ^1 2( 1 )(W) ^ 3T«f -4' 3#WeT W fWWf^TcT ^7 ^ 
wwiwi ^eft t eft im W 3t?wta ^ # R Pwf? 

#TT iPTl zfitl T^T mA M+lfawrr wgi #TT ! 

* 23. ^RT ^ ^ WMI t WWt el^f t f^t 

Ur?mf ^cT qf^ef'd ^ 3n%tR w fww w ww t % wt^f 

31^41 ^ % 2(1 )(W) 3 ^PrdRstd t 3Tqfe^f^^7^“^ 
TTWltfeTW Wt 31# W^feTT T^T ^ ^t t I ” 

24. tfhPt mwm A ^ 

2( 1 )(W) wt nftfa °nTp<T wt o^Ks4t wt t eTSIT Tf^ TR. 
nrfw WTTR mw (7T3TT|37R 1994 1558) TR^ A 

HHdt'4 WWWR WRTcR ^TdHptfed PiRwfl wt t : 

M 3RRt W^FteTT ^ Xt t ” WT TTpT “ 'r^MTVd 

^n” t WT^T ^TRW 1 1 #1 wpfetwrtfe 
WRl Wt F^FteTl '^^31 R FWeTT %, W? <57# <RT ^ «# 
WFtdl A cdHIMd n 4t fWTT W 1 W7 W TH^Ffef! # 3f|eHlRw 
fwm f^q; fwrt # wfwt w wfsift ^ ^ fww4 tai 
W WWW t fw T#'^5W A 3m TWRtfdW WTt wt W^Ftd! 
^fte I wt\ P^^HI^H Wtm 3TS^r, dftwdt^ f^TSTR 
FRT 1996 ( 2 ) ipM 353 # 7W4 WFTteWT 

^ PtRof) wt 4tfW “TTWttPrT ^1 wt TtRFrat # WF# 


[PaktII—SEC. 3(ii)] 
# eT«q Wt W eft ^m^TI Wt WR W«TW ^ #rf?eT HR %W 

Wtr r • 

25. HMdt4 <J^dR WFTtcR # PMn # # 

3fS2TST Wt ^jfnWT W eT#f WT ReTT FFTPTT t, m t$ 
-q% #npT 9 fad I# 4 3T# WReT: ^t.TRT.#. 

Wt FFM FF3 FF W ^-^1 W t W«TW '3RWT #RT 
pT%eTT«t WIFIT RW t I 'ST. MR f% # TR# #', 

^RT fT 4er#^ faFTT TW t, FH'dtn T^deR WFTTcR 
^ 3P# f## # ■RF WTRT fW “3Wt fwff # ’PER 6 3fp 
7 WT T^t WHT t fw ■#! 2 W wfet 31ldV44> eT#t 
fWT^ WTFT feft FW WT WI 77RFI # 

fn# #w t, wt wf#tfa wwnfa w«rt ^ft wroft 

t}‘ ‘ FTTI 

wr i ” mmw % 3 # m PMn # fwn 1w 44 difai<+i 
Tt^cf W# W# WpRT 3#7 FW # 7TRFT, falR RT Pu4dl WT 
nm wt 3TRtn w wtf tiwr n# ^ 1 w> 
yfa^F FTFn WT tL^dHI 7TTFI ^ Wt WFTeT 

Weft t I 7# W7I dlfaid-d WWR 
w# wt? W nwn wfffw ■yRw# w«tfa; 

d-Hd) 3T^7j4t WT 3l^Mldi WT4T <H'Hnfa 3^7 3T<W^f WT 

Wef^T f T 

26. RT#t n 3TH e^ff W TR2# R wfwt # dp^dRsld 

WWW ^ Wt 4f THHMK-R# 16 W^7, 2006 

wt y^lfatd Mef Wf t^FTT t I RT# 4 15 W^R, 
2006 Wt TtHWdld) Wf wt fw# #* WtfFtel 3lk 
^IHMdtdl RT^f # VliPid ■?# W 7R5J #’ Mcddt 3RT°T net 
"pRI "t I dld^^l diiH WT^f (TT37T^3TR 1969 '<■«’«) 

1201) RR# # Hlddld d^dd^I ^Idldd # ^ fvfa faw «7T 

% 44 faFRft 3R WT WT elTR, Wt 7RMK f## WI # 

W^eT R# ■§■ 3^7 f3RT far# T# TT^ct W, 4)ded MHI y l 

i\ i 3fk wnk-m wt ftqti r: feft sr ^ w# 
fWWT fWW W WeTT f ! H d^ddH WTWR ^ 37# ^ 4H 
fW “#ft ^WTT37t # Rfet ■?# 3# TOR-# # y=Hf?m 
TRTRR Rt WTeTT # W7 # RftfFtfdWW W # # 3#TSn 
WTFTt W WeTT t I Plfadd FF #, yfafFlPeRf #ft #ft 
Wfwi fW #RTt 3W FT#tWFI Wt 3TTW?Wen # R # l " 

27. Tf WcWjaf t fW RR7T 5R TRTWdTdt wf Rt 
# trqfFTct #4 3# r?- fw -yeRff tiwr) ft# # 

7Tff«Td # R7T f 3# ^7 farf«7 # WRWeTT wAwi # 
■HHMdld) Wf A WTfRd Wt WW W7# # W^t # 
wfwn T fd?# 37R# WT# T7 f, W7 W*T # Wt^ 7§FWt 
iff fTW R7T t I R^eT: ¥W«Tt ^ wfwtl # TR # 

RR W y^d Pfc4l ■§■ faR# FRRT e# R WZ <aAd PFWI 4 ldl 
t fw 3T#7 Fmm f i wt# ■q# 3i«f PidtrdT wwen t % 
■yeRq? ^ tw 7§rwr i wfft ■qifwti #' fqq; Tt. ww wt 

dfe^el: FdtWF fcTW ^ I ‘qfa ■HEIdR W # y=hlfalel Rm)<J 
$Jd) #* eft. ydl4f # "q?’ 3#^7T wt Weft ®ft 1% dR # 1R 
15 WR, 2006 W\ ^ # 3T#t WlfFtfa 37WT 
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t;^Tn-W^3(ii)] 3R3 351 3333 : 3Kn3R3 


ft3l<Wlcll WkerH 41 ft4fk3 ^W ^3 

ft wt 3R3T t 33 ferctoiftwn Tffaft 4 mhhI^ ^rnfcr k 

3c3*f1 35T «3FT R42 33 T3T33 34 35*k ft3*4 3«3 41 4k 

4 3e3kt 33 ^ 34 «ir 14 “ftk ^33 4^3 wf4k 
34 1431 **414 w 3W 41 3lk 313 34 4 l M 

“%n ^5 ftl 33>7fifI3 34 f33 31 4fc ^ftt 
-atm 3Rk 3i41 4k 313 34 4 i ” -amf ft 3? ftl 
Wl«bR 1431 % ^34 $335 ft' Tflta 4k 3$ eR3lt* eft 8ft, 
4k -i4k ftt "iTFfft ^RkIMcI ■y’lqif 4 ’HH 4 i ^llftl SKI Mte^T 
4l4 41 313 eft 'FreeT: 3T3t f4 k 414 ft, =R3| <Rlk 
W 3k ft 4k *w1<M u ! 34 1k3T 14 ^3 w 4 4144ft 

wfro fk i ^gft 3T35, 5*4k ^?i ftF ^ ^ 

^13531 ft f4 WMK 33 TO3 3T I 3? HSe^f W t 
■srqsff ft chi4^i^1 4 kki3 fasftmfa+K 3fkf3 4 3F ftl 

^$1, “4 ^ e t>en ft 14 4 e >i < V3eii ^rRft?13 cksiHA" ft I[3TT 4 
4k 34 3335 R ft^5 t? 4 4k 3=4k 4 4lft ImT 4 i" 
ftt sri 413f ^faeHM ^33k ft, nMf ft ^tor 1431 % 
3? sft <*««*iVi to 4^13 9ft ftraw 3m, *wm«ikO rt 4 
ft^RTrft?T - ?R^R^ftftt ftift^ft’qft ft i^ftfft w/* - # 
34 33i fttf^rr 3iek ^rft 33T ■sfrft Pt^iert 3? ft 14tft hI^ 

ft i 4$ 41ft ft 4ft 3R 3353 T ft ?” ^ftfft 

T353T 74 WI 4TOT t?, T34 313T 3 W3333 W w 

ftt T^3T 8?T i ft ^qfft«RT ftft 4 ft4l ft ^r4 jJRT 
m. vv£m*i ft ^ftlft ^t f4 4 %om to ^ ftft 
ft 4k ftft^ ttrk «rr 4k w ft ^4 trt ftjf 4 4 

ft4? ft trt «n n 'rokr 34 ^ 44 ^ f4 ft 4tft ft 

3^4 3ftftftef 4^kft FrftteR^T ft, eMfft 344 4k ^TR 

34 f4rr, 3tRftft4t4^m4^ftt lam? ?ro 

3t 4 33 ft 4ft 3ft 3 tR 4k M^+k 3fftfft 4 33^ if 
^33k 4 ftkFT TR^eT 4t 3f 3T34 33T ftt 33^ 4t 3f 
3qf4FRT ^33lf ft SPRTlft ^ w4 Hftd«k, ft f4ft44f 
3^ 3e3ftf 3T 3Tft 3TTh 3JT 334 ^RT 4^3 3 %3T 
3T3T 3R33 ft f3 3Tef 33 33F3 ft f4 334 fft3^ ^eFTlft 3ft 

3TR4 4t 3F TftkFR 3Rft ft I 

28. 3? 3e3 ft f4 3r4 ft 33T3R 33 ft Wlf4ef 
33T3Rf aftT ftft 33T3Rf ft i^! ft lei f44 4t 4 TO 4 
^3 ft f43T ft 3?8^ 33 3T Mr TFT ft I3T4144 

4k 4ft4 44 3i3r4f 4 3k 33 rr 34 3T fftft? w ft 

I 3R33 ft, 16 33TO, 2006 4 3333T, 333, "3*4^ 
35RT", fr^H, ftfe 311333, TO 3R3, 33R 3^3, 
' ^fl^5 3R3 34 144 ft 33T 1^3113 3^=3, 3T3fft3<, 
3ff^l 3fn> ftfe3T aft^ 4^33 333^3 4ft ^rfftef 33T3R 34 

ft 15 3331, 2006 41 3T3f 4 =R73ki3 ft if ft^3> 

aftr 33 %f4 41 aoftlftlel 'ftgpWen 34313 ft ^ 33314! 41 
TO2 33 ft y«f»lftlei %3T «3 I l3#ITfk3JR 4 3f?lft^3 
ft W 313 33 3e4^ 143T 33T ft 14 W 3!eT 33 41f 3JR3 34 
ft 14 331-HHI3K 33 3313 ef*3 33f 3®Rlftl3 «6^1 4k 4ft ft 
3313 ft 4 3? 3T331 41 3lRj1 4 14 353 ft 33 3c3ftf 41 


3e3f33T W 373 33 ^F53 3R3T I 3^ 144 33JR 

3JT "4S3 Wl 3Rft 4 fell 41f cbfftqiSl 3ft1 41 4k 13ft 
4k 3e3«ff &JRF ^fftfel 4k ft^ 3331 t4 3^ 3^ 

ft 3TO 331TO3T ft 14 3e3ftf 4 3Rf ftft 413R ftflT 

4k 33^ 331 ft Ift^ft 3F Rl^i ftl3T ftl 14 333 ft33i 4^ 

ft3 3*ft3T3 ft 313 %3T ft I 3«4 33 333143 3* ftm 

343 431 ft ^ 33^4 41334 33T 3133 33M 341 ft 334 
kl«riT4ef 1431 33T 31 4k 3^T 4 3}t-33f 4 3T3ft 3341 4k 
4 3ff 1? I 3?T 33514 3ft 3^33 33F3 3IH? 4 ftti< 
33^4 41 «lci4i ft 313 ftft 4143 4 <HikI4l 3?f 14-31 331 I 

31^3:33ft 3?3ft 3nH«hl Miil ft I^er^erl ^l4dl 35^1 f43f 4k 

3T1%T efk 3K 33ft 3? ftl3T 14 3^13 3313 341 ft 3341 

k«if3 ot ft 3if4V33 ft 4k m snft 3l^i 4 3k ft 

3Tfaf?33 31 1 ^3 3kk«rW ft ft3T 333 ft 14 3e3«11 3H3l 
333kcI35 3%f4v4 33f4 4 fftq; 14ftt 3T3 3 cT 31331 TOf 
4 313 ^53 4 134^3 4 3ft ft fttft 4k 33k snk «1T3 
41331331ft wf, f333 3F 3?4 3t ^T fan 31; ft 3^31 
33^ 1431, 43114 R^fcI^ 3>13I3lH ft 31^ ileOel t?1ell ft : 1 

29. ^3k ftft #3533 ft, ^3 f443 333lfeT35 3#' 

A . .? _ v , r r* \ a P m . .V a 

3TR 333 33331 4t ei<,5 3133T335 ^3T33 3 °3T3eT3t 35 
333 ft ^3RT 4 Ml 35T3 ft fkftR ^53 ft T^35 43 
TW^\ 4k35T 3T3I Wt ft I Ml ft?1 ft, ft3 4 ^4 
333331 W ft 4k 33311335 3331353 4 3T34f ft 3F 
3TTW 41 *TTeft ft 14 3H31353 4 3k ft ^3 ft 33T3R 
WTfft3 4k 4k k 33T3R 3^3Te335 #1 ! f3ft33R ^3 
3T3ft ft 3rR 3ft?T ft 3351133 ft?T 4 331 3^3 33T3R 34 
ft 3c3«ff, 41 333 1^35 ^ ftcTT, 4 143 3131 3T53 41 
33k«rkr ft 3313314 3 t 4 ft TTTfTO 4 3k ft, 4 3k ft 

38311335 33T3R 33ilf43 f4R 4k 3*4k 3313313T 3 T ftcT3 
41 ftt 33lf33 f431, 1334 1333 4 3k ft 3e3*ff 3 4k 
ft4cf 34 1331 3T I 3r3«ff 3 33 f33 4 3331353 4 3k ft 
smt 3Tk ft 35ftt ^ 34 35^1 I 3T3F33:, ftt 133R ft 

F3lft ftftl erll+dlRich ^33^31 ft, 3m 334 14k 4 

31f3R 3?rfk 33T3R 33 ft U<+lRld 3313K 33lffteT 34 
4k f f4^ |3 3313 Ilf 35l 313 335 k 3MT3T ilHI^Iei 34 

4 3lk, P3^333l 3 3ftfft445FT 3m 4 ^3 ft %3T 3T 



^JWlPra 33T3R 33 3e33f 4 f4^ 3I*$T3R 333^1 
33T3R 3=4 3T35fft3 35tk 31331 ft 15 333T, 2006 3k 
323l4l 4 3k ft ^k 4k 35mf335 3313 R 93)71313 353k 
351 3^33 33f 3kk I T3%3, ftt f33R ft 3e3ftf ^13 3K3 
4ftf33l3 41333f 3T^j44k3 2(l)(35) 43334*351 
33433 143 ^flk 4 3134 ft f=H35k 3T 3^3k 35T 33f3T 
3TT3R t 1 

30. kkiT 14 3T3#1 3=5333 =3131313 ft 3?ft 4 35^1 
1 14 “4135331 31*331 3k 4^33 ft33 3«4 337 3RIT3T 

k 4k "33 335133 14k 3k 3133T t4 3k 3®k ft 3? 313 4 
3Tk 14 331 4 Tf3FT k ft31 4k 4e3 1431 t 41 3331 
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3P|ftftft%2ft^?-ftcr (1), (2) smr (3) ft SlfftSR 
^ ft aftpfa zm ft ft TO.ftft ftk w ft 

3T«PIT 3?€^ ft) ^ ftftj ft' fftrft ^TT ftlT | m 

31. ftft Trq ft, Tor Rmft ft 'sr^raff srt ^ttrri ft 

ftt^ ^JtR Rft ffttT RRT t ftft TORN wnft <TNT TOfTd 
^K u lT ft 1# W> 7TR ft ft^ IftftftNT^ Nft t 

1% ^ph RrRftf ft 15 TON7, 2006 ft) NTO3ft ft TOn 
tmf ft fto 2( l )0&) ft aftrftr fft#cr ftft r>t 
37pf Pb«!l &, ft^Tlfft NTfTO "4 <Lrft<21 [ft <41 Tpn % I ftt 
■f^K ft 5ft NIVIN-* Rl^t, ft TO ft?T ft wftWNK 
TEftfa fftftNR 8ft ft ftft- w ft ftft ft cl 7TTO t, ft 15 
W*R, 2006 ftt TOlft ft W TOt' 3F^jftt ft % 
2(l)(ft) ftftcRfa -pRf^cT #1 NR TO fftNTft I d^RR, 
ft ^0 RRlft ft ftftTOT TOT "C I 

32. 14ft ftft TINT ft TftR ft FT 
ft ftft to ft fftp; fft#r fro tot ft ftft nit ftfftr fro 
tot ft fft toft von fro ft to t i 

¥./- 

M ft?ftt, TORN TOt, 3?GTO t TO TOT 

27 TORt. 2008 [ RT. ft. 6/10/2007/ft(ft) ] 

ft. ft. ft, TOlft, 


NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 28th January, 2008 

S.O. 161(E).—The following Decision dated 27 
January, 2008 of the Speaker, I. .ok Sabha given under the 
Tenth Schedule to the Constitution of India is hereby 
notified; 

‘‘In the matter of Shri Rajesh Verma, son of Shri K. P. 
Singh, Member of Parliament and Leader of Bahujan Samaj 
Party, Lok Sabha, New Delhi resident of 14-C, Ferozshah 
Road, New Delhi. —Petitioner 

Versus 

Shri Bhalehandra Yadav, Member of Parliament (Lok 
Sabha), New Delhi, resident of 175, North Avenue, New 
Delhi. —Respondent 

Order: 

1. This is an application filed by Shri Rajesh Verma, 
Hon’ble Member of Lok Sabha against Shri Bhalehandra 
Y adav, MP of Lok Sabha praying for a declaration that the 
respondent Shri Bhalehandra Yadav has incurred 
disqualification under paragraph 2(1 )(a) of the Tenth 
Schedule read with article 102 (2) [wrongly mentioned as 
article 191 (2)] of the Constitution of India and that his 
seat in Lok Sabha has fallen vacant with effect from 
15 November 2006. 

2. Shri Rajesh Verma is the I cader of Bahujan Samaj 
Party (BSP) in Lok Sabha and the respondent has been 
elected to the Parliament as a member of the BSP, which is 
a national political party, as recognized by the Election 
Commission of India. 


3. The Petition which was affirmed on 26 March 2007 
was filed in the office of the Lok Sabha on 2 April 2007. On 
17 April 2007, a copy of the petition was forwarded to the 
respondent inviting his comments within seven days of 
the receipt of the petition as provided in the Members of 
Lok Sabha (Disqualification on Ground of Defection ) Rules, 
1984 (hereinafter referred to as the Rules). The Respondent 
thereafter requested for extension of time, which was 
granted to him on two occasions and the respondent 
submitted his comments on the same by a letter (undated) 
which was received in the office of the Lok Sabha on 12 
June 2007. On 12 September, 2007, the Petitioner filed a 
Rejoinder to the contentions of the respondent as 
contained in the said letter. 

4. On being satisfied, on the facts and circumstances 
of the case that it was necessary and expedient so to do, I 
referred the petition filed by Shri Rajesh Verma to the 
Committee of Privileges of I^ok Sabha for making a 
preliminary enquiry as provided by Rule 7 (4) of the said 
Rules. The Committee of Privileges after considering the 
matter and after hearing the evidence of both the petitioner 
as well as the respondent, duly submitted its report on 12 
November 2007 through its Chairman and thereafter the 
matter has been beard by me as the Speaker of Lok Sabha 
in terms of the provisions of the Tenth Schedule of the 
Constitution of India. 

5. It has been contended in the petition that in the 
general elections in the year 2004 for Lok Sabha, the 
respondent had contested the same on the ticket of Bahujan 
Samaj Party from Khalilabad constituency of Uttar Pradesh 
and was duly elected as a member. It is admitted that the 
name of the respondent is shown in the records of Lok 
Sabha as a member belonging to the Bahujan Samaj Party. 

6. According to the petitioner, the respondent was 
served with a show-cause notice by the National General 
Secretary of Bahujan Samaj Party on 13 September 2006 
and the respondent was required to furnish explanation / 
reply within seven days for some alleged act of the 
respondent against the policy of the parly. A copy of the 
show-cause notice has been annexed to the petition. It has 
been further contended by the petitioner that subsequently 
on the direction of the National President of Bahujan Samaj 
Party, the respondent was suspended from the Party with 
effect from 21 September, 2006. 

7. The main contention of the petitioner is that “in a 
meeting held on (sic) State Party Office at T ncknow in the 
presence of the General Secretary of Samaiwadi Party and 
the Cabinet Minister of State of Uttar Pradesh Shri Shiv Pal 
Singh Yadav, the respondent along with another member 
of Parliament Shri Ramakant Yadav, after voluntarily giving 
up the membership of Bahujan Samajwadi Party, joined 
Samajwadi Party another political party on 15 November 
2006.’' Photocopies of news-items to that effect with the 
photograph of the respondent with that of Shri Shiv Pal 
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Singh Yadav, General Secretary of Samajwadi Party and a their respective cases and both the Petitioner and the 


Cabinet Minister of Uttar Pradesh, as contended by the 
petitioner, were published in the daily Hindi newspaper 
Janasatta Express dated 16 November, 2006 have been 
annexed. It has further been contended that the respondent, 
along with Sbri Ramakant Yadav, Mf, another MP of Lok 
Sabha belonging to BSP, addressed a Press Conference on 

15 November, 2006 in the presence of the General Secretary 
of Samajwadi Party, Shri Shiv Pal Singh Yadav. Photo copies 
of newspapers namely “Aaj” and “Rashtriya Sahara” have 
been annexed to the petition in support of the contention. 
It has been further alleged that in a Press Conference held 
on 15 November, 2006, the respondent after criticizing the 
National President of Bahujan Samajwadi Party and other 
prominent leaders voluntarily gave up the membership of 
Bahujan Samaj Party and joined Samajwadi Party in the 
presence of others. Copies of the newspapers “Swatantra 
Bharat”, “Amar Ujala”, “Hindustan”, “Dainik Jagran”, 
“United Bharat” all in Hindi and “Hindustan Times”, 
“Pioneer”, “Times of India” an “Indian Express” dated 

16 September, 2006 have been annexed to the petition, 

8. According to the petitioner, the news-items were 
also covered by the electronic media by several channels, 
which according to the petitioner, clearly proved that the 
respondent had voluntarily given up the membership of 
Bahujan Samaj Party, which is the original political party 
and had incurred disqualification to continue as a member 
of Lok Sabha on 15 November, 2006. On the basis of the 
averments made in the petition, the petitioner contended 
that the respondent has voluntarily given up the 
membership of Bahujan Samaj Party and hence he is liable 
to be disqualified as a Member of Parliament, Lok Sabha, 
New Delhi. 

9. As stated before, the respondent did not file any 
affidavit but only submitted a letter in reply to the petition 
filed against him in which he has contended, inter alia, that 
he was suspended by Bahujan Samaj Party on 21 
September, 2006 and that he was not served with any 
showcause notice before suspension, that he has not given 
any letter of resignation from Bahujan Samaj Party nor he 
has left Bahujan Samaj Party, that he has never disobeyed 
any whip nor any instructions given by Bahujan Samaj 
Party inside the House and that all allegations made against 
him in the petition of Shri Rajesh Verma were baseless and 
on that basis the respondent prayed for dismissal of the 
petition. By his rejoinder statement, the petitioner 
contended that the statements made in the petition have 
not been denied by the respondent by making para-wise 
reply and that the allegations in the petition have not been 
“confronted” by the respondent and have to be taken as 
admitted. It has been further contended that the respondent 
was suspended with effect from 21 September, 2006 and 
show-cause notice was issued on 13 September, 2006before 
the passing of the order of suspension. 

10. As mentioned before, I had referred the matter to 
the Privileges Committee for preliminary enquiry. The 
Committee gave full opportunity to the parties to make 
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Respondent gave their evidence before the Committee. 

11. During ihe hearing before the Committee of 
Privileges, the Respondent stated that he came to know 
from the newspapers that he had been suspended from his 
Party and he tried to meet Kujnari Mayawati, the President 
of BSP but could not do so. When his attention was drawn 
by the Hon’ble Chairman and the other Members of the 
Committee about the absence of any denial on his part of 
the Reports made in the newspapers, the Respondent 
stated that “he had not denied because there was nothing 
like that and that nothing was published and how could: I 
deny”. When his attention was drawn by the Hobble 
Chairman that eleven newspapers having reported‘iris 
attending the meeting and joining the Party, why did he 
not deny, the reports after reading about it, the respondent 
stated in his evidence that “I had not denied it because 
there was. nothing like that”. But he added thereafter that 
“had such thing published in newspapers I would have 
denied it but nothing was published then how could I deny, 
it” However, the respondent admitted that there had beep 
photographs showing that his hands were raised at the 
meeting and when he was asked “what was the intention 
there as generally after addressing the public meeting ol 
political parties, hands are raised together which means 
that we are united. But what does it mean here?’' to which 
respondent replied, “yes there is a photograph.” The 
respondent further admitted that “he does not attend any 
meeting of BSP” and added that “if they do not call me, 
how could I attend the meeting of the BSP”. Later on, in his 
reply to a specific question, he said that “how the , 
newspaper could be fake**, that “may be the Press 
Conference was held in Lucknow and there were journalists 
and they had taken the photograph”. 

12. The Hon’ble Committee of Privileges by its 
8th Report has, inter alia, found that as many as 12 
newspapers had reported that on 15 November, 2006 at a 
meeting held in the State Office of Samajwadi Party in 
Lucknow, the respondent in the presence of Si ri Shiv Pal 
Yadav, the then Minister of Uttar Pradesh Government, 
voluntarily gave up the membership of Bahujan Samaj Party 
and joined Samajwadi Party and later made ah 
announcement at the Press Conference. The C ommitt ee 
further held that “though the respondent has attended the 
meeting while addressing the Press Conference, he could 
not explain why so many newspapers would carry news 
report and publish photographs on 16 November, 2006 to 
the effect that he had joined S&rtajwadi Party.” 

13. As the Speaker, I gave oppui lenity m the Parties 
to appear before me for personal hearing which was held 
on 12 December, 2007. The petitioner Hy way of proof in 
support of his allegations in the petition has referred only 
to newspaper reports, which, according to the petitioner^ 
sufficiently proved the contentions made by the petitioner 
in his petition. During the hearing before me, the petitioner 
submitted a petition along with two photographs which; 
according to the petitioner, showed that the respondent 
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along with another member of Parliament Shri Ramakant 
Yadav and two MLAs of Uttar Pradesh belonging* to 
Bahujan Samaj Party had addressed the press, at which 
correspondents of different electronic media like “Zee TV”, 
“Sahara” and “Aaj Tak” were present and it was contended 
that as Speaker hearing the matter, I should summon the 
representatives of those electronic channels to produce 
the video clippings, but at the hearing I indicated that it 
was for the petitioner to arrange for the presence of the 
correspondents, if he so chose and that there was no case 
for the Speaker to summon their presence. 

14. The respondent during his submissions at the 
personal hearing before me stated inter alia as follows : 
“Ramakantji (another Hon'ble MP against whom also an 
application has been made on similar grounds) and 1 came 
to see Shivpalji. I do not know what media men are making 
out of that. The photographs are there. How could one 
deny existence of photos.” To my specific query that 
whether he considered the photograph produced 
authentic?, the petitioner answered “yes, I do. The image 
resembles me. Everything is there, so how can I say that 
this is not my photo.” The respondent further stated with 
reference to his photograph showing him delivering a 
speech that “I did not deliver any speech” and referring to 
Shri Shivpal Yadav, he stated that “he was a minister and I 
was an MP. I went there with regard to development of 
area. I am an MP from BSP. Do I not go to Prime Minister 
who.belongs to Congress Party”. To an answer to my queiy, 
whether he delivered any speech in support of Samajwadi 
Party, the respondent replied, “no sif, where was the need 
for all this drama”. Then the following transpired at the 
hearing: “Mr. Speaker: The photo shows you delivering a . 
speech. Shri Bhalchandra Yadav: I did not deliver any 
speech. It is my photo. How can I deny that this is not my 
photo. This is my photo. All this is a drama. Mr. Speaker : 
You are seen raising your hand and speaking something. 
Shri Bhalchandra Yadav: No, Sir. 1 am not speaking out. 
Whenever I meet you, I touch your feet. I am a simple man. 

I did not wish to join politics.” 

15. At the end of the submission, I had specifically 
asked the respondent whether he wished to add anything 
else, he answered that “I do not wish to add anything 
further. I shall accept your verdict.” The petitioner also 
stated that he had nothing more to add. 

16. On 18 December, 2007, the lawyer for the 
petitioner filed written arguments in which he reiterated 
the submissions made during the personal hearing in the 
matter. On 20 December, 2007, a copy of the said written 
arguments submitted by the lawyer of the petitioner was 
forwarded to the respondent requesting him to furnish his 
comments, if any, on the same latest by 7 January, 2008 so 
that the same maybe considered. However, the respondent 
has not chosen to make any further submission in response 
to the said written arguments. 

17. After giving my anxious consideration to the case 
made out in the petition and the material as produced by 


the petitioner as well as the reply given by the respondent 
by his letter as mentioned before and the submissions made 
during the personal hearing and all the facts and 
circurpstances of the case, I am of the view that on 15 
November, 2006 the respondent voluntarily gave up his 
membership of BSP to which he belonged at the time of his 
election to Fourteenth fcok Sabha. I now give my reasons 
for coming to the conclusion. 

18. In the case of Jagjit Singh v. State of Haryana & 
Ors. (2006) Supp 10 see 521 the Supreme Court has been 
pleased to hold that the object of tbe r fenth Schedule is to 
discourage defection and the intention of the Parliament in 
enacting the same was to curb defection. 

19. The Hon’ble Supreme Court has been pleased to 
explain the underlying object and purpose which the Tenth 
Schedule seeks to achieve, while delivering the judgment 
in the case of Kihota Hollohon v. Zachilhu & Ors. (AIR 
1993 SC 412) that “these provisions in the Tenth Schedule 
give recognition to the role of political parties in the political 
process. A political party goes before the electorate with a 
particular programme and it sets up candidates at the 
election on the basis of such programme. A person who 
gets elected as a candidate set up by a political party is so 
elected on the basis pf the programme of that political party. 
The provisions of paragraph 2 (1) (a) proceed on the premise 
that political propriety and morality demand that if such a 
person, after the election, changes his affiliation and leaves 
the political party which had set him up as a candidate at 
the election, then he should give up his membership of the 
legislature and go back before the electorate. 

20. In its decision in the case of Dr. Mahachandra 
Prasad Singh v. Chairman, Bihar Legislative Council & Ors. 
(2004) 8 SCC 747, the Supreme Court has been pleased to 
observq that “the scrutiny of the provisions of sub-para 
(2) would show that a member of a House belonging to any 
political party becomes disqualified for being a member of 
the House if he does some positive act which may be either 
voluntarily giving up his membership of the political party 
to which he belongs or voting or abstention from voting 
contrary to any direction issued by the political party to 
which he belongs and in the case of an independent or 
nominated member on his joining a political party. On the 
plain language of paragraph 2, the disqualification comes 
into force or becomes effective on the happening of the 
event.” 

21. In the said decision of Dr. Mahachandra Prasad 
Singh v. Chairman, Bihar Legislative Council & Ors.(2004) 
8 SCC 747, the Supreme Court has been further pleased to 
observe that under the Tenth Schedule, “the final authority' 
to take a decision on the question of disqualification of a 
member of the House vests with the Chairman or the Speaker 
of the House. It is to be noted that the Tenth Schedule 
does not confer any discretion on the Chairman or Speaker 
of the House. Iheir role is only in the domain of ascertaining 
the relevant facts. Once the facts gathered or placed show 
that a member of the House has done any such act which 
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comes within the purview of sub-paragraph (1), (2) or (3) of 
paragraph 2 of the Tenth’ Schedule, the disqualification 
will apply and the Chairman or the Speaker of the House 
will have to make a decision to that effect”. 

22. In view of such authoritative pronouncements 
by the Hon’ble Supreme Court while deciding the petition 
in which the allegation is of the violation of the paragraph 
2(l)(a) of the Tenth Schedule, the role of the Speaker, as 
the designated authority, is only in the domain of 
ascertaining the facts and once the facts are gathered or 
placed to show some action, express or implied, within the 
meaning of paragraph 2 (1) (a) of the Tenth Schedule, the 
Speaker of the House will have to make a decision to that 
effect and will have no discretion in the matter.. 

23. The contention of the petitioner as stated before 
is that th£ respondent stands disqualified on the ground 
of defection as mentioned in paragraph 2 (1) (a) of the 
Tenth Schedule, namely, that he “has voluntarily given up 
his membership of such political party.” 

24. The scope and ambit of paragraph 2 (1) (a) of the 
Tenth Schedule has been construed by the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court and in the case of Ravi S. Naik v. Union of 
India (AIR 1994 SC 1558) the Hon’ble Supreme Court has 
observed as follows: “the words “voluntarily given up his 
membership” are not synonymous with “resignation” and 
have a wider connotation. A. person may voluntarily give 
up his membership of a political party even though he has 
not tendered his resignation from the membership of that 
party. Even in the absence of a formal resignation from 
membership an inference can be drawn from the conduct 
of a member that he has voluntarily given up his membership 
of the political party to which he belongs.” In Us decision 
in G. Viswanathan vs. Speaker, Tamil Nadu Legislative 
Assembly 1996 (2) SCC 353, the Hon’ble Supretne Court 
was pleased to observe that “the fact of voluntarily giving 
up the membership of the political party may be either 
express or implied”. 

25. As the role of the Speaker is only in the domain of 
ascertaining the relevant facts, as has. been held by the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court, it now remains for me to decide 
whether expressly or by implication the respondent has 
voluntarily given up the membership of his political party, 
namely, the BSP. In the case of Dr. Mahachandra Prasad 
Singh as mentioned before, the Hon’ble Supreme Court in 
its judgment has been pleased to hold “that the purpose of 
Rules 6 and 7 of the said Rules is only this much that the 
necessary facts on account of which the member of the 
House becomes disqualified for being a member of the 
House under paragraph 2, may be brought to the notice of 
the Chairman or Speaker, as the case may be”. The Supreme 
Court has been further pleased to hold that “there is no Us 
between the person moving the petition and the member of 
the House, who is alleged to have incurred a disqualification. 
It is not an adversarial kind of litigation where he may be 
required to lead evidence. Even if he withdraws the petition, 
it will make no difference as a duty is cast upon the 


Chairman and the Speaker to carry out the mandate of 
constitutional provision, viz. the Tenth Schedule. 

26. The Petitioner in support of his contention has 

referred only to the reports published in large number of 
newspapers on 16 November, 2006 about the events 
mentioned in the petition. The Petitioner has not given any 
direct evidence as to the presence of the respondent in 
any meeting of the Samajwadi Party and nor on his joining 
the Samajwadi Party on 15 November 2006. It has been 
held by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Balakrishana v. 
George Fernandes (AIR 1969 SC 1201) that “like any other 
evidence, a news report does not prove itself and without 
such proof it only offers a secondary evidence and 
newspaper reports may be taken into account with other 
evidence.” The Supreme Court has been further pleased 
to hold that “from circumstantial evidence an inference 
can be drawn about happening of such events and about 
the truth of the contents of newspaper reports. Of course, 
the circumstances must be such that will not admit of any 
other explanation. ” • 

27. It is significant to note that when specific 
allegations have been made in the petition regarding the 
meeting of Samajwadi Party attended by the Respondent 
and that the respondent had joined Samajwadi Party and 
declared joining the Samajwadi Party at a Press Conference 
on that date, there is no specific denial, rather no denial, of 
the specific averments made in the petition. As a matter of 
fact, the respondent has only, in reply to the petition, 
submitted a letter in which a general denial has been made 
to the effect that the allegations are baseless. Inference 
can reasonably be drawn that the respondent by only 
makings vague denial has in fact admitted the statements 
made in the petition. If the newspapers reports were 
incorrect h was expected of the Respondent that at least be 
will specifically deny his presence in the meeting held on 
15 November, 2006 or his addressing the Press Conference. 
When Respondent’s attention was specifically drawn by 
the Hon ’ble Chairman of the Privileges Committee in answer 
to the qiiery about his non-denial of the report, the only 
answer of the respondent was that “I had not denied it 
because there was nothing like that”. Then he added that 
“nothing was published and as such there was nothing to 
deny * Further, the respondent admitted that there had 
been photographs of his attending the meeting, and before 
me he specifically admitted the photographs produced by 
the petitioner at the time of personal hearing and did not 
give any explanation as to why such photograph could 
appear. On the other hand, he said that how can he say 
that the newspaper was fake. Significantly, the respondent 
added during the proceedings before the Privileges 
Committee, “may be the Press Conference was held in 
Lucknow and there were journalists and they had taken 
the photograph.” At the personal hearing afforded by me, 
tbe respondent admitted that he along with Shri Ramakant 
Yadav had gone to see Shri Shiv Pal Y adav, the Minister of 
Uttar Pradesh Government belonging to Samajwadi Party. 
He said “1 do not know what media men are making out of 
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that. The photographs are there. IIow could one deny 
existence of photos?” He admitted to the authentic nature 
of the photographs which were placed by the pe titioner at 
the personal hearing before me. In his explanation for 
attending the meeting, he said that Shri Shivpal Yadav was 
a minister and 1 was an MP and “ I went there with regard’to 
development of area”. Although repeated opportunity was 
given to him to explain his presence in the photograph, he 
did not give any reply, far less a satisfactory reply. In view 
of the nature of the stand taken by the respondent both in 
his reply, as made in his letter, as mentioned before and 
materials produced at the hearing before the Privileges 
Committee and at the personal hearing before me, I have 
no hesitation in holding that the absence of specific denial 
of the contentions really amounts to admission by the 
respondent of the charge made against him. 

28. It is true that the only evidence referred to or 
relied on by the petitioner is contained in the newspaper 
reports and the photographs publisncd in such reports. 
The petitioner has relied on numerous newspapers, both 
in English and Hindi. In fact, well known newspapers like 
Janasatta, Aaj, Rashtriya Sahara, Hindustan, Dainik Jagran, 
Swatantra Bharat, Amar Ujala, United Bharat all in Hindi as 
well as Hindustan Times, Pioneer, l imes of India anti Indian 
Express dated 16 November, 2006 categorically reported 
the events that took place on 15 November, 2006 at the 
meeting held in the office of the Samajwadi Party and Press 
Conference held on that date. It has been mentioned in the 
report of the Privileges Committee that there is no reason 
why all the newspapers should publish something wrongly 
and if they were wrong then it was expected that at least 
respondent would forthwith deny the same. But no step 
was taken to issue any denial and on the other hand the 
stand taken by the respondent both before the Privileges 
Committee and before me clearly demonstrates that the 
respondent has no answer to make, which proves his 
participation in the meeting and the Press Conference. On 
the perusal of the facts, it appears that the respondent had 
been suspended by his Party BSP earlier and that he could 
not even get an audience before the President of the Party. 
He was not even invited to attend the meetings of the 
Members of Parliament of BSP. Obviously, he felt totally 
isolated in the Party and apparently he thought that his 
position was totally uncertain in the B SP and he was unsure 
of his future. In these circumstances, it is quite likely that 
the respondent would think of alternative association with 
some other party or parties to carry on his political activities 
and he chose to align himself with Samajwadi Party, with 
which he was earlier associated, as appears from the 
materials on record. 

29. In a democracy like ours, the Press plays a very 
vital role, specially in disseminating information regarding 
different political parties and persons in public life, as the 
MPs are. In our country, there is complete freedom of Press 
and in matters of political events, it is expected that repor, > 
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about the events would be published in the Press and 
would be factual. Specially in this case all the leading 
newspapers of the country published from Uttar Pradesh 
did in fact report about the respondent joining Samajwadi 
Party in the presence of one of ilicir main leaders, Shri Shiv 
Pal Yadav and that he also addressed the Press Conference, 
the subject of which was not indicated by the respondent. 
The respondent never disclosed his version about the 
happenings and the events of that day. Ordinarily, in my 
view in a democratic set up like ours, the newspaper reports 
though not strictly proved, as per the law of evidence, can 
be taken as providing reliable circumstantial evidence, 
unless proved otherwise, lit ere is no explanation why so 
many newspapers of great reputation and which are well 
established, should deliberately concoct the report 
against the respondent or why they should conspire to 
publish false and imaginary reports about the events of 
15 November, 2006. Therefore, in my opinion, there are 
more than sufficient materials to come to a finding in the 
matter about the respondent violating the provisions of 
paragraph 2(l)(a) of the Tenth Schedule to the Constitution 
of India. 

30. As already been held by the Hon’ble Supreme 
Court that ‘the role of the Speaker is in the domain of 
ascertaining the relevant facts and once the facts gathered 
or placed show that a member of the House has done any 
such act which comes within the purview of sub-paragraphs 
(1), (2) or (3) of paragraph 2 of the Tenth Schedule, the 
disqualification will apply and the Chairman or the Speaker 
of the House will have to make a decision to that effect” 

31. In my opinion, really no answer has been provided 
by the respondent in the present case on the materials as 
they appear and for the reasons aforesaid, 1 have no 
hesitation in holding that the respondent in fact has incurred 
disqualification under paragraph 2 (I) (a) of the Tenth 
Schedule by reason of the events which took place on 
15 November, 2006, as mentioned in the petition. In the 
premises, I hold that Shri Bhalchandra Yadav, an elected 
Member of ITok Sabha from Khalilabad constituency of 
Uttar Pradesh has incurred disqualification under paragraph 
2 (1) (a) of the Tenth Schedule by the reason of the events 
of 15 November, 2006.1 decide the matter accordingly. 

32. Thus the respondent stands disqualified for 
continuing as a member of the 14ih Ixtk Sabha and it is 
declared that his seat has fallen vacant. 

New Delhi 

Dated the 27th January, 2008 

Sd/ 

(SOMNATII CHATTER!HE, Speaker, Lok Sabha 
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P. D. T. ACT I ARY, Secy. General 
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